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5/28/2014 DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Mail - Concern Citizen

BISON
CONNECT

COMMENT #151

Concern Citizen

Toledo, Robert A_ Fri, May 23, 2014 at 1:23 PM

I'm commenting on the permit that is being requested by NTEC to continue mining for the next 25 years as a
concem citizen. My father has worked for APS for the past 38 years and | myself 'm an employee with BHP. He
raised his family on the power plant income and I'm raising my family with the mining income. | worked in
Farmington at a dealer ship prior to working for BHP. | know how much vendors rely on getting work from both the
power plant and the mine. Farmington is supported by the power plants and the mine’s more than the whole gas
industry is doing for them. | share my income by donating to the United way program each year, | see how much
people are hurting in our community. To allow these companies to go away would hurt more people then it would
help the small majority that protest them. We need to protect the jobs that San Juan County residents have with | 1
the mining and power plant company’s, there is nothing to replace it with. This permit needs to go thru and let
mining continue on for the next 25 years, my children will benefit from this work environment like their grandfather
and father have over the years. These jobs promote education, trade skills, and opportunities that all residents
need to hawe to raise their families.

Thank You

Robert Toledo

This message and any attached files may contain information that is confidential and/or subject of legal privilege
intended only for use by the intended recipient. If you are not the intended recipient or the person responsible for
delivering the message to the intended recipient, be advised that you have received this message in error and that
any dissemination, copying or use of this message or attachment is strictly forbidden, as is the disclosure of the
information therein. If you have received this message in error please notify the sender immediately and delete
the message.

Comment Letter 151 ...,

Response 151.001

Thank you for your comment. A complete discussion of
Socioeconomics is provided in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS.

51.001

Toledo, R.
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5/28/2014 DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Mail - Emironmental Impact of Mining and Power Generation at Navajo Mine

S COMMENT #152 Comment Letter 152.........cccooviiiiiiiiii Larsen, Z.
e % 7

CONNECT Response 152.001

Environmental Impact of Mining and Power Generation at Navajo Mine Thank you for your comment. A complete discussion of

Socioeconomics is provided in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS. A

M Yed. May 21, 2014 2t .08 AM discussion of visibility and particulate matter emissions is provided in

Dear Recipient(s) of this e-mail, SeCtion 41 Of the Draft EIS

I would like to add my comment and opinion on the subject. | know that this subject is very important to many
people, but | fear that a large number of people's opinions are based on emotional responses to political ideology
and perceived fears that come from unsound science, or science that is not translated correctly into practical and
understandable terms for the general public. Coal mining, specifically in this region is one of the least
environmentally impactful sources of energy production. As shown in the public meetings, the land that is
reclaimed post mining is most often times brought to a better and more productive state than it was before it was
disturbed. The resource is removed and the land retumed back to a natural state. All of the perceived pollutants
"from coal mining," were already in the ground before it was mined, and in most cases (in this region) do not
pose any greater risk to people or the environment when mining occurs. It is however, obvious that the Four
Comers Generating station is quite old and outdated, not just in age, but the visible particulates coming from the
smoke stacks are much greater in comparison to the newer and cleaner PNM power plant. Improvements to this| ., .o,
can and should be made, but to deny the necessary permits would affect thousands of people in the community
who are able to work, live and be productive members of the community all due to the presence of the mine and
power plant, including myself and my family.

People think that Wind and solar generation are without environmental or social impact. | would suggest that
they have just as great, if not more long term hammful implications than mining coal for power generation. People
often disregard the total area of land that must be occupied, disturbed, and rendered impaired long term by solar
panels and wind turbines in order to produce equal wattage of electricity as coal generation. Wind and Solar
power generation creates vastly greater land pollution than a concentrated mining operation that continually
reclaims land. In addition, all of the components used in making a single solar panel or wind turbine, must come
from a minimum of six different types of mining operations, | mention this because many people often forget
where materials come from and forgoing mining here would only increase the need for mining in a different
geographic area.

| could continue on in this subject for quite some time, but will end while my comment is still short enough to be
bearable to read. | acknowledge that industry must maintain a high level of commitment to environmental and
social responsibility and continual improvement, however; not issuing the proper pemits and licenses to continue
with an operation that does so much for the prosperity of people's lives and the community, not only locally, but
also outside of the four comers, and does so little in terms of harm to people or the environment, would be a great
tragedy.

In closing I would like to express my thanks for the hard work and efforts of so many different people across
many groups and agency who have worked diligently to provide accurate information and make it available to the
public online and through public meetings.

sincerely,

Zachary Larsen

1 g
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COMMENT #153

| am commenting as a concerned member at the Hopi Tribe from the Hotevilla meeting location.

We need to find another way to burn coal for Energy, either Solar produced electricity or a Coal
Liquification process must be developed. By the time 2041 comes around greehhouse gases may have 153.001
rendered our environment and way of life almost unlivable. BART and proposed Action Alternatives at
any Coal fired power plants are only band-aids to an already contaminated and festering open wound to
our Environment caused by power plant operations since the 1960’s.

Haze is only one line of the writing on the wall in terms of the negative way we burn coal today. Health
problems currently evident by increased cancers among neighboring citizens of power plants is just the 153.002
start of the health problems as a result of breathing dirty air and contaminants that we cannot see.

These are results of being down winders of the 1940’s nuclear experiments and years of uranium mining

and 50 years of burning coal in a manner designed to ultimately line the pockets of Shareholders with

money, is my opinion. So let’s pay attention to see how we can better ourselves to adept to the

negatives of using coal energy in this present day manner.

| am not familiar with the ground water aquifers in the Four Corners Power Plant region but all
ground waters existing today should have a huge “Do not Disturb” sign written on them, and adhered
to. Ground water must remain in place for any life beyond 2041; animals, plants, people. The Clean
Water Act section 404 must be changed or amended to ensure that the least amount of Water
contamination in all phases, underground and surface water, is not dictated by dollar amounts to
Shareholders but instead to life beyond 2041. Why is the U.S. EPA’s proposed CCR rule not applicable to
tribal lands? Why should the U.S. allow a biased rule? Only contaminated Indian Lands or what? In my
opinion, any solid wastes of all plant operations should be placed into lined cells in disposal areas.
Change CCR to be classed as Hazardous Waste and to betreated accordingly. Please maintain Rules and

153.003
Reguations of no seepage of surface water from permit area unto no-permit area, now and past 2041.
If an Archaelogical Resource happens to be in the way please spend extra time and your dollars I 153.004
to go around it, if possible. Fish and Wildlife Service has studies which show 4CPP is in the middle of
Golden Eagle migration paths, which covers 4 states. Please ensure reclamation is geared towards
153.005

saving Golden Eagle habitat and their prey, animals’ habitat. | see Peabody’s Reclamation areas has
plants that livestock don’t eat! As a rancher | see this as a Red Flag and needs to be fixed, no invasive or
non-native plants are to be used in Reclamation. Please spend the extra dollars to re-claim area back to
an original undisturbed state.

What mainly affects Hopi in the EIS process is the Eldorado Transmission Line. Hopi settled the
ROW issue but we feel APS no longer wants to service Hopi. We’ve asked for a 15 mile addition to our | 153.006
existing service line but APS hasn’t positively responded, it was a negotiation item that was denied by

APS. All the government entities within the DOl must pay attention to HOPIS” needs not just Navajo.
There is an economic difference between the two tribes as far as the ability to provide funding services
to their respective citizens, Hopi has lower capabilities then Navajo. We will welcome all efforts from
DOI and its entities to help on this problem.

Comment Letter 153... ..o Leroy, K.

Response 153.001

Thank you for your comment. Please see Master Response #2,
Renewable Energy Alternatives.

Response 153.002

Thank you for your comment. Health and Safety is addressed in
Section 4.17 of the Draft EIS. Specifically, pages 4.17-22 through
4.17-24 summarize the results of the human health risk assessment
performed for the project. Air emissions and visibility are addressed in
Section 4.1 of the Draft EIS.

Response 153.003

The ruling regarding the classification of Coal combustion residue is
under the authority of EPA, not OSMRE. Similarly, surface discharge at
FCPP is regulated under the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System permit under the authority of the EPA and discussed in Section
4.5 of the Draft EIS. Section 4.15 of the Draft EIS discusses the
regulatory framework with regard to CCR and includes
recommendations for the disposal of CCR at FCPP.

Response 153.004

Two programmatic agreements have been developed for the project to
address the protection of cultural resources and artifacts, including
avoidance of impacts.

4-218

Appendix F May 2015



Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project
Final Environmental Impact Statement

Response 153.005
Golden eagle habitat and presence is described and evaluated in

| know we can’t stop these efforts of the Federal Government and Power companies but I'm .
hopin for a fair shake in life for animals, Plants, people during the whole process. We as People are the SeCtlon 48 Of the Draft EIS AS Stated on page 3-13 Of the Draft EIS!
only ones that can ensure that all involved; living and non-living are treated fairly and equally to 2041 “the rec'aimed areas are revegetated to ensure that the |and iS Capab|e

mdberend of supporting the post-mining land use, which is designated as livestock

grazing and wildlife habitat...BNCC has developed seed mixes that
utilize up to 21 different native plant species; 10 grasses, 4 forbs, and 7
shrub species that are all native to the San Juan Basin.”

Response 153.006

As a formal Cooperating Agency in the NEPA process, the Hopi have
been afforded the same level of involvement as the Navajo Nation,
which also serves as Cooperating Agency. However, any negotiations
between APS and the Hopi are beyond the scope of the EIS.
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SR04 DEPARTMENT OF THE M TERIOR Mail - EXTEN SION OF CORMENT PERIOD FOR FCPP &N AVAID MINE DEIS - JUNE 27, 2014

P~ COMMENT #154 Comment Letter 154........ccccooiiiiiiiii Niles, K.
o Wb

CONNECT Response

EXTENSION OF COMMENT PERIOD FOR FCPP & NAVAJO MINE DEIS - JUNE Thank you for your comment.

27,2014

Kate Niles_ Sun, May 25, 2014 at 2:40 AM

After going to the public comment opportunity in Durango | want to say Option D (] think?) - DO NOTHING and
cloge the damn mine — is really the only viable solution in the world we are facing today. It's ridiculous to
pretend otherwise. You can see the dity 4x Power Plants FROM SPACE and that have recently been
determined to be THE dirtiest in the country.

Who can possibly support this? That said, want to send a note of appreciation to the hard work of all the

environmental consultants and to vour office. | am well aware that you guys are stuck in the middle of a hopeless
mess and get it both coming and going from all sides

Flease register my desires in whatever way that occurs. Thanks, Kate Niles

On May 19, 2014, at 1:44 PM, FCPP-MNavajo-Energy-EIS, OSM <osm-fopp-navajo-energy-eis@losmre. govs wrote

Good afternoon,

Please see the attached postcard announcing OSMRE's extension of the public comment period
for the FCPP and Mavajo Mine Energy Project DEIS. The new public comment deadline is June 27,
2014, Thank you for your interest in the project.

tarcelo Calle

EIS Coordinator, The Four Comers & Navajo Mine Energy Project
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enfarcerment

Program Support Division, Indian Programs Branch

1999 Broadway, Suite 3320

Denver, CO B0202-3050

mealle@osmre. gov

(303) 293-5035 Office

(303) 293-6032 Fax
<FCPP_DEIS_COMMENT_EXTENSION_POSTCARD_2014MAY pdf=
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5282014 DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Mail - My opinion on the Draft EIS
m COMMENT #155
a v
BISON
CONNECT

My opinion on the Draft EIS

Cherry Miloe

I request that the period of time for public comment be extended. The
Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project affects tens
of thousands of people in Arizona, New Mexico and Colorado and they
need time to comment on the potential impact made by these two
facilities. My comments are given below:

Mon, May 26, 2014 at 6:32 PM

1) I am against the 25-year lease amendment. A five- or ten-year lease
is sufficient and hopefully the plant will be replaced with wind and solar
power in this area by then.

155.001

2) I do not agree for the Rights-of-Way renewals to be extended for 25
years, either. A five- to ten-year extension is plenty. Also, solar and
wind power set up in the local area, should be permitted to use these
transmission lines.

155.002

3) The renewal of the Navajo Mine's existing SMCRA permit for Areas I,
II, III and portions of IV North of the Navajo Mine Lease area need to
be re-examined, with an unbiased group doing a environment impact
report, along with a study on the impact on cultural areas and people
currently living in these areas.

155.003

4) The new 5,569-acre mine area should not be approved. The
environmental impact, the cultural impact, the removal of people's
homes in this area and the amount of ash that will occur in this area is
too detrimental for the request for a large mining area to be approved.

155.004

El Dine do not want these proposed actions to be approved. The Navajo
"Leaders"” may say they want them approved, but not the people. After
50 years of mining in this area, with no monetary benefit for the people
during that time, why would they want more mining and ash and
ruining of their land?

I live in SW Colorado and I am tired of the air being polluted due to coaI\J/ISS'OUS
| "

Comment Letter 155, .. Miloe, C.

Response 155.001

Thank you for your comment. Please see Master Response #2,
Renewable Energy Alternatives.

Response 155.002

The Arizona Corporation Commission and New Mexico Public
Regulations Commission have oversight regarding distribution of power
onto transmission lines. Evaluation of different uses of the subject
transmission lines is outside the scope of this EIS.

Response 155.003

Please see Master Response #1, Deficient Analysis. Impacts to cultural
resources are evaluated in Section 4.4 of the Draft EIS. Health and
Safety is addressed in Section 4.17 of the Draft EIS. Specifically, pages
4.17-22 through 4.17-24 summarize the Human Health Risk
Assessment conducted for the project.

Response 155.004

Thank you for your comment. OSMRE is considering all of the
alternatives that were analyzed in the Draft EIS and will inform the
public of its decision via the Record of Decision, anticipated in the
spring of 2015.

Response 155.005

Thank you for your comment. Section 4.18 of the Draft EIS addresses
cumulative impacts, including consideration of the 17 coal-fired power
plants in the region.

May 2015
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5/28/2014 DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Mail - My opinion on the Draft EIS
mine plants in Arizona and New Mexico. Our fish are full of mercury.
Our lungs are full of that and other pollutants. I want all coal power
plants to be closed, or at least have their pollutants filtered as much as
possible.

Thank you,
Cherry Miloe
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COMMENT #156

May, 26,2014

Marcelo Calle, Office of Surface Mining
Reclamation and Enforcement, Western
Region Office, 1999 Broadway, Suite 3320, Denver, CO 80202-3050

Dear Marcelo

| writing to acknowledge my opinion of the FCPPNavajoEngergy would to say that | am in favor of
having the permit approve and keep the Mine going for the following reasons. | grew up near the power
plant before it started and had to move north side of Morgan Lake as | understand my grandfather
help with granting the approval to mine and builted power plant for his people have jobs and support
their family and the royalities that the Navajo tribe would received from the built project and the

economic from it .
Other reasons:

Presently it benefits the local communities directly and indirectly through small business ,Farmington | 156-001

Aztec ,Durango Cortez and supports non-profit oraganizations like Boys,Girls club, shelter ,Navajo
ways and provide scholarship for high school graduate going to college .

Local chapters and member to get coal to heat their homes
Provides job for people of local communities

| see environmentalist group and local people who are againist this are ones who can’t geta job so
they working against project even if their relative are employed there. | see there is progress in design
of better plant with less emissions which can be incorporate on existing plant to keep going .

Like | say to people pollution didn’t wipe out the Anasazi and probably did not cause the great sand
storm that cover Oklahoma ,Kansas states back in the 20s, These day Scientific research doesn’t
provide true facts, like years ago the coffee is bad for you and now it good for different aliments.

Presently We need to use our natural resource on our own land to provide work for our people which
help provide services and other bentifit relating to the what it offer to the Navajo People.

Thank you

Simon Blueeyes

Comment Letter 156.........oovcviiiiiiiiiiiiiirice e Blueeyes, S.

Response 156.001

Thank you for your comment. A full discussion of Socioeconomics is
provided in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS.

May 2015
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5282014 DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Mail - Air & Water are NOT TOXIC WASTE DUMPS for corporate profit
n COMMENT #157
o /)
BESON
CONNECT

Air & Water are NOT TOXIC WASTE DUMPS for corporate profit

Dear Folks,
You have a huge responsibility on your hands—here's some input based on peer reviewed and published scientific
research.

Tue, May 27, 2014 at 7:15 PM

Mercury is a natural contaminate of coal which is released into the air when coal is bumed. Already Navajo Lake
and Vallecito Lake in CO have Mercury Advisory's limiting fish consumption to one fish per month. Because
eating more than that, one could exceed the toxic limit of 0.3 parts per million of methyl mercury compound.
We've all heard how tuna condenses mercury from it's runoff into the sea. Fish eating birds also ingest mercury.

157.001

Inhaled elemental mercury is absorbed by mucus membranes in the lungs and easily crosses the blood brain
barrier. The target organ for inhaled mercury vapor is the brain, where it leads to dementias, central nenous
system disorders, and cancer. Lower doses lead to chronic symptoms, while larger doses lead to pneumonitis
(inflammation of the lungs) and can cause death.

Methyl mercury, ethyl mercury etc compounds that are eaten in contaminated fish and plants are absorbed
through the gut, where chief damage occurs to the gut lining and kidney's, although it is distributed throughout
the body. Of interest is that it also binds receptor sites on T-cells reducing by 50% our cell mediated immunity.
Once released from the ground/coal, mercury is toxic to everything. Remember mercuricrome as a treatment to
disinfect cuts? Mercury is highly poisonous in all it's forms and no matter how it gets inside our bodies.

157.002

Why is the EPA not involved in this study, with their Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants?

On 5/1/14 The Supreme Court ruled to reduce power plant pollution in 27 Midwestern and Appalachian states
that blows downwind and leads to unhealthy air along the east coast.

Too bad Colorado and New Mexico and the Navajo Nation weren't included in that decision.

And it's a shame people must go to the expense of litigation to protect their air quality from those who profit by
using air as a dump for toxic pollution.

Coal and Radiation are safer remaining in the ground. Once in the air and water they both enter our lungs and
our food leading to chronic and fatal diseases. It's very expensive, and not covered by Medicare to go through the
dozens of Chelation |.V.s to remove mercury from it's myriad of storage sites in the body.

Coal dust exposure leads to black lung disease. My father mined coal in Appalachia. His was not a good
death.

157.003

Alzheimer’s is on the rise, La Plata County already has a higher cancer rate than other counties in CO. Please,
if you must approwve this project, at least be humane to those of us who live downwind of the plant and apply the
most stringent of the best technology. It's the only HUMANE thing to do.

Sincerely,
Diana Speer

1 g

Comment Letter 157 ... Speer, D.

Response 157.001

Please see Master Response #4, Mercury Deposition and Mercury in
Fish in Nearby Lakes.

Response 157.002

EPA is a cooperating agency for this NEPA process and has been
involved in the preparation of the Draft and Final EIS, as well as the
development of separate studies conducted to analyze potential
impacts of the project.

Response 157.003

Please see Master Response #12, OSMRE and BIA should place
conditions on lease and SMCRA permit. Radiation is not associated
with the proposed project and is outside the scope of this EIS. Health
and Safety are addressed in Section 4.17 of the Draft EIS, specifically
pages 4.17-22 through 4.17-24 summarize the Human Health Risk
Assessment conducted for the project.
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5/28/2014 DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Mail - Comments on EIS for Navajo Mine and FCPP
COMMENT #158 Comment Letter 158........ccooviiiiiiiiiii e Horvath, D.
e % 7
CONNECT Response 158.001
Comments on EIS for Navajo Mine and FCPP Thank you for your comment. A full discussion of Socioeconomics is

provided in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS.

Dale and Francis Horvath Tue, May 27, 2014 at 10:06 PM

I think it is very important that the EIS for the FCPP and Navajo Mine be approved and move forward so that the
Power Plant and the Navajo Mine will continue to produce cheap, reliable, uninterrupted and long term power to
consumers. It is KEY to providing for economic development and self-determination for the Navajo Tribe 158.001

As an employee of BHP , | am not a spokesperson for BHP/Navajo Mine and represent my views and opinions
only. | have been employed by BHP for 24 years and worked as a contractor for 13 years at the BHP/Utah
Intemational mines(La Plata, San Juan, and Navajo). During my employment, | have had job security, good
wages, and benefits. It has provided a standard of living that is far better than the average La Plata County
resident has. It has allowed us to raise 5 children, educate them through college, and make productive members
of society that are not a liability to the community or society. My employment at BHP has spread my money
into the Farmington, Durango and Cortez areas and these areas have benefitted from my employment. Due to
the large number of contractors and vendors that deal with both companies, BHP and APS has improved the
standard of living for the contractors/vendor employees, and also stimulated their growth and businesses. BHP
and employees have also donated lots of money and time to the local charities. If mining were to stop or be
limited more, financial hardships would be created for many people in the local economy and the Navajo Tribal
economy and tribal members.

I would like to challenge the opponents of this project to provide altematives that would provide equal economic
and social benefits to the community and parties involved.

Being employed with BHP | have witnessed first-hand the environmental performance and the processes of the
reclamation and feel that they do a very good job with both processes. BHP has gone abowve and beyond to
comply and/or exceed environmental regulations and often time sets their standards higher than required. | have
no reason to believe that NTEC won't continue the tradition and processes. Mine safety and employee well-
being has been a BHP priority and is regulated also by MSHA.

One of the biggest mistakes made recently is that Desert Rock should already have already been running prior to
the shutdown of units 1, 2, and 3 at Four Comners Power Plant. Desert Rock would have been the cleanest coal
fire technology with carbon capture.

| would like to thank OSM for providing the format that they did at the information meetings. | was very happy to
get the facts and not hawe to listen to the bullshit and misinformation of the opponents. Please do not change
this format in future meetings.

Dale Horvath
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May 27,2014

Marcelo Calle

Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement
U.S. Department of the Interior

Western Region Office

1999 Broadway, Suite 3320

Denver, CO 80202-3050.

Email: FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov

Re: Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project Environmental
Impact Statement (ELS) Public Comment

Dear EIS Project Coordinator,

Ya'at'ééh (Hello), my name is Michael King and I am a tribal member of the Diné (Navajo)
Nation. I grew up in the Diné's traditional homelands of northern New Mexico in the Four
Corners region and T am a lifelong resident of Shiprock, NM. I have witnessed a rapid
industrialization and increased emissions of air pollutants in the past decades as a result of
rapid development of oil, gas, and coal resources in the region. This increase in energy
development has brought the potential for additional air and water pollution, where human
health, welfare and natural ecosystems already have a toxic legacy. Therefore, I
recommend the alternative of “no action” in regards to the Arizona Public Service
Company and Public Service Company of New Mexico lease amendment and renew rights-
of-way on the Navajo Nation and Hopi Reservation. I also recommend the alternative of
“no action” in regards to the BHP Navajo Coal Company application for the Pinebete mine
permit.

First of all, ambient air quality measurements in the Four Corner region are indicating
ozone (03) levels approaching “nonattainment” with existing National Ambient Air
Quality Standards (NAAQS). Ground level ozone can cause harmful human health effects
because it is an extremely strong oxidant even at low concentrations (60ppb). The current
US EPA ozone NAAQS is set at 75 parts per billion (assessed as the 4th highest monitored
ozone concentration value over a running average 8-hour period, over 3 continuous years).
In past years, EPA has proposed that the level of the 8-hour primary standard should be
lowered to 60 to 70 ppb to provide increased human protection. This would put much of the
Four Corners region out of attainment.

Secondly, power plants emissions are major sources of nitrogen oxides or NO, (NO+NO,)
into the atmosphere. Increases in NOy emissions are known to increase ozone levels. In
turn, ozone production is also linked to the formation of particulate matter (PM) in the
atmosphere. Furthermore, high concentrations of ozone and particulate matter smaller than
2.5 microns (PM; s5) are indicators of poor air quality and have been linked to an array of
adverse health effects. These include decreased lung function, resulting in increased in
hospital emergency room visits and hospital admissions for respiratory complications
during periods of poor air quality. Other possible health effects include cardiovascular and

159.001

Comment Letter 159

Response 159.001

the region.

Thank you for your comment. Section 4.18 of the Draft EIS provides an
evaluation of cumulative impacts, including other energy projects in
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cardiopulmonary mortality in children, the elderly, and people with respiratory ailments
and chronic heart disease. Indeed, in the past, hundreds of Navajo uranium miners, mill
workers, and their families have died from lung cancer and other respiratory ailments
related to poor air quality and radioactive exposure, including inhalation of fine radioactive
particulates produced by uranium mills and mines.

The Four Corners Air Quality Task Force (4CAQTEF), a group of regulatory agencies, tribes
and interested parties focusing on air quality issues in the Four Corners region reported that
while regulation efforts have led to decreases in sulfur dioxide (SO,) across the west,
emissions of nitrogen oxides are estimated to increase with population growth and energy
demand. The conversion of this NOy into particulate nitrate may lead to even greater visual
impairment in sensitive areas such as Mesa Verde National Park and Wiminuche
Wildemness Area in Colorado, which are routinely impaired by air pollution even though
they are protected by EPA’s Regional Haze Rule. NO, in the atmosphere also produces
ground-level ozone and acid rain. The cycling of NOy in the atmosphere also leads to the
production of secondary oxidants, such as hydroxyl (OH) radicals, which then leads to the
formation of secondary aerosols (sulfates, organics) that have a major impact on the climate
system. The increase in deposition of nitrogen has also been linked to ecosystem
disruption, shifts in biodiversity, and exacerbation of wildfires.

Lastly, historical lease agreements allowed Navajos who reside within a certain radius from
the existing BHP Navajo Mine to obtain coal for domestic use free of charge.
Consequently, many Navajo Nation residents burn locally mined coal in their homes for
heat. The coal from the mine is from the Late Cretaceous Fruitland Formation and is of a
relatively low rank calorific value with high ash content. Most residents do not have indoor
stoves properly designed to burn both coal and firewood. Therefore, poor indoor air quality
exists during winter months due to high levels of PM, 5 associated with indoor wood
burning and coal combustion. This increase in poor indoor air quality during the winter
months has been linked to an increase in hospital admissions/outpatient visits to Northern
Navajo Medical Center for treatment of upper respiratory infections. Furthermore, the San
Juan basin is prone to atmospheric thermal inversions which trap air pollution low to the
ground, especially during winter months. In addition to poor indoor air quality, area
residents are subsequently being further exposed to primary air pollutants, PM, 5 and
numerous hazardous air pollutants that are emitted from nearby coal-fired power plants and
trapped by thermal inversions.

In conclusion, I recommend “no action” as an alternative because I believe ambient and
indoor air quality in the region has deteriorated as a result of rapid energy development in
the region. Cooperative efforts from Federal, State, and Tribal air management agencies are
need to address feasible regional emission reductions needed to provide adequate human
health and environmental protection. I believe a more sustainable approach to energy
development can be achieved through collaborative work. Incorporating the sciences,
technology, and cultures into environmental protection is essential in order to encourage
sustainable industrial development while meeting socioeconomic needs and ultimately
protecting human health, welfare and the environment.

Sincerely,
Michael King

159.002

May 2015

Response 159.002
Thank you for your comment. The EIS process included three multi-
agency and tribal participants, as follows: 1) Cooperating agency
group, 2) an endangered species act group, and 3) a national historic
preservation act group. The intent was, in part, that expressed in this
comment.
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Diné Citizens Against Ruining our Environment
Diné C.ARE.

10A Town Plaza, PMB 138

Durango, CO 81301

May 28, 2014
Via Electronic Mail and U.S. Postal Mail

Mr. Marcelo Calle

EIS Project Coordinator

U.S. Department of the Interior

Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement
Western Region Office

1999 Broadway, Suite 3320

Denver, CO 80202-3050

RE: Request for two Public Hearings on the Navajo Nation regarding FCPP/Navajo Mine EIS
Dear Mr. Calle,

On behalf of the Diné people, Diné Citizens Against Ruining Our Environment (Diné C.A.R.E.)
would like to thank the Office of Surface Mining (OSM) for granting the public an additional 30
days to review and provide comments on the Draft EIS (DEIS) and for hosting the EIS public
meetings.

We understand OSM involved the public through a series of public meetings on and off the
Navajo Nation. However, the poster style format with 20+ OSM staff and consultants was
considered an intimidating and inadequate process by the Diné community members who
attended some of the meetings. This format was confusing for the Diné people to fully
comprehend, especially for the non-English speaking community members. Some experienced
harassment, racial profiling, and intimidation by the OSM staff and consultants during these
meetings. 160.001

Therefore, Diné C.A.R.E. respectfully requests OSM for two public hearings to take place on the
Navajo Nation, specifically in Shiprock, NM and in Window Rock, AZ, before the June 27"
comment period deadline. The purpose of the two public hearings is to provide an opportunity
for the Diné people to thoroughly comprehend the DEIS when explained in the Diné language.
The hearing format should be conducive to allow people to voice their questions and concerns
regarding the DEIS, in this way sharing their ‘real-life” experiences with each other.

Thank you for your time and feel free to contact me with any questions or concerns at
dinecare88(@gmail.com or at 928-637-3221.

Sincerely,

e A%

Colleen Cooley
Four Corners Energy Outreach Organizer
Diné C.ARE.

Comment Letter 160......cociuiiiiiiieiiiiceeeee e

Response 160.001

Please see Master Response #9, Public Meeting Format.

Diné CARE
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5/28/2014 DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Mail - Fwd: Navajo Mine EIS my comments .
COMMENT #161 Comment Letter 161......cccoooiiiiiiiiiiie e Clitso, T.
e % 7
CONNECT Response 161.001
Fwd: Navajo Mine EIS my comments Thank you for your comment. A complete discussion of

Socioeconomics is provided in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS.

B

Comment received forwarded from mecalle

Forwarded message ———
From: Tyrian Clitso

Date: Tue, May 27, 2014 at 8:25 PM
Subject: Navajo Mine EIS my comments

Dear Sir or Madam,

My name is Tyrian Clitso, | am an Electrician currently employed at Navajo Mine. | attended
the Environmental Impact Study (EIS) meeting at Nennahnezad Chapter House, and would like to add
my comments and concerns on this matter.

First of all, my job is very important to me; it is my livelihood. | have worked at many different
jobs; as a construction laborer to a truck driver in the oilfield, and none have come close to matching
the benefits and wages of my current job. With this employment opportunity and salary, | was finally
able to purchase a home for my family, a big step up from the manufactured home we moved out
of. Currently, | am able to take my children to see our local family doctor when they are feeling ill;
instead of having to drive an hour to Shiprock Indian Hospital and wait in line for hours to see a
doctor. The insurance that my employer has provided for its employees has made this possible. My
job is vital for the welfare of my family and me.

| have seen first-hand how BHP cares for the environment, BHP acts in accordance with the
lease boundaries, and complies with state and federal mining regulations. For example, one of
BHP’s rules is “Zero Harm”, zero harm to the environment, and zero harm to the community.

In conclusion, | have seen firsthand how BHP has taken care of the environment, donated to
the community, stimulated the local economy, and therefore would like for them to continue to mine
coal, while providing me with a good livelihood. If the mine should shut down, 500+ local jobs would | 161 001
be lost, with the US economy already in shambles, it would devastate our local economy.

1 "
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51412014 DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Mail - Fwd: Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project Comments

1 ©

Vincent H. Yazzie

Dear Mr. Calle,

CommMmeENt LETEN 162....ccuniiiiiiiiieee e Yazzie, V.

Response 162.001

The mine conducts fugitive dust monitoring, and the EIS conducted
specific analyses to address this issue, and did not identify a major

My mom, Annie P. Walker suffered an acute respiratory distress at the North ,, ., impact. The SCR design must meet the performance standards set by

Security Gate of the Navajo Mine on May 7, 2014 around 4:30 pm. | was at
the North Security Gate, Navajo Mine to obtain documents on the storing of
coal ash in the Navajo Mine pits. The environmental assessment said the
documents were available at the Navajo Mine. Was not successful in getting
the documents right away, but now | am being given the run around by Norman
Benally's request that | write a letter. Attached is a photo of the North Security
Gate of the Navajo Mine. Attached is the National Weather Service weather
conditions for the Farmington, New Mexico area.

The wind was blowing around 16 mph and gusting up to 26 mph around 16:53
pm on May 7, 2014. | was inside the trailer talking with security while my mom
was being exposed to some coal emissions from Four Corners Power Plant.

Attached is fcpp_leaks_05072014.jpg. A Google Earth image. Kia Rio
vehicle and Annie Walker parked at North Security. FGD emissions from the
exhaust stacks are too high and the wind would blow the emissions to the
south of the car. Annie Walker was inside the Kia Rio while | was inside the
security trailer.

The only emissions that could have disabled Annie Walker is if there are leaks
from the unit 4 and 5 combustion pipe FGD or the baghouses. The
baghouses would remove the ash, but still contain Sulfur Dioxide and NOx.
Sulfur dioxide can cause asthma symptoms in 5 minutes. See link.

Health | Sulfur Dioxide | US EPA
Health | Sulfur Dioxide | US EPA

You are here: EPA Home Air & Radiation Six Common Pollutants
Sulfur Dioxide Health Health

Viewon ... Preview by Yahoo

leaks_unit_4_and_5_pipe_05072014.jpg shows previous repairs of the

the FIP for BART, and be enforceable by the EPA.
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5142014 DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Mail - Fwd: Four Corners Power Plant and Newvajo Mine Energy Project Comments

exhaust pipe to the FGD. Any leaks from the baghouses would also move
from the NW to the SE and would travel to the North Security guard station.

One would say leaks impossible, but see north_security_05072014.jpg
shows a corroded roof on the North Security guard trailer. Aluminum usually
does not corrode. Aluminum does corrode when exposed to nitrogen or
ammonia.

This shows there is also a nitrogen leak which is related to NOx and high
temperatures related to the burning of excess fuel.

Following article says aluminum will corrode when exposed to nitrogen or
ammonia.
http:/mww.instructables.com/community/Ammonia--Aluminum/

This also says the leaks have compromised the EPA monitoring emissions.
The EPA monitoring emissions do not portray the correct measurements.
EPA needs to monitor emissions as it leaves the furnace.

Any leaks would give a wrong reading on the NOx measuring devices. Design
of the SCR would not be engineered correctly or be inadequate to handle the

extra NOx. Also there would be more ammonia produced. Leaks have to be

found and emissions measured at the furnace.

Annie Walker still has acute bronchitis with no fever. She has lived many
years in the desert and dust storms. Dust storms did not cause here
bronchitis, but exposure to sulfur dioxide via leaks. | only suffered slight lung
problems as | went straight from the trailer to the car. | did smell cigarette
smoke to cigar smoke when walking between the car and the North Security
guard trailer. Only a slight irritation. Trailer shielded me from the smog.

Sincerely,

Vincent H. Yazzie
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Comment Letter 163........coooiiiiiiiiieeeee e Mansfield, E.

Response 163.001

Thank you for your comment. Traditional cultural properties and cultural
resources are discussed in Section 4.4 of the EIS.
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Comment Letter 164...........oooueeeiiiiieiiii e Joshevana, E.

Response 164.001

Please see Master Response #10, Translation of the EIS.
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COMMENT #165
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement
Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Draft EIS Public Meeting Comment Form

Comments must be postmarked by May 27, 2014, for consideration in the Final EIS. Comments may be
submitted at the open house public meetings (being held April 30 through May 9, 2014), via email to
FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov or by postal mail, hand delivery or courier to the address below.

MEETING LOCATION: 2/27e L1//D__AZ  oate._ 4 FL4#

++¥Please Print**+*

_.é_,,immérn/ﬂ a//VJ/A/p //féc 4/14///65 Wiad
g 2 :

{72 L 2 P AL =) O f2 0 D S 72 I 74
ne 12 a//a// Mf/p/v z2ljek 2K LS

2 2Z/L Z 27 J ,f./ 2 ol e fé ) =
LLO7 20/ 727 B LT S e P57, Frer<is
224 Ayt 114 e A b Flro St [2d e Pl 11

: S /L 2 g L7 FY [hde .

. ORGANIZATION (if applicable):
EMAIL ADDRESS/PHONE NUMBER:
. MAILING ADDRESS:

1.
2
33
4

Do you wish to withhold your name or address from public review or from disclosure under the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)?  [1L4NO [ ]1YES

Please give this completed form to one of the project team representatives
or mail by May 27, 2014, to:
Mr. Marcelo Calle
O\\& Office of Surface Mining Recl ion & Enfor Western Region Office
1999 Broadway, Suite 3320
Denver, CO 80202-3050

Comments may be emailed to FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov. \;\\’*’j

Comment Letter 165.. ... Deal, P.

Response 165.001

Thank you for your comment. For clarification, this NEPA process
addresses only the FCPP and Navajo Mine. Navajo Generating Station
and Peabody Mine are under evaluation through a separate NEPA
process being led by the Bureau of Reclamation.

Health and Safety are addressed in Section 4.17 of the Draft EIS.
Specifically, pages 4.17-22 through 4.17-24 summarize the results of
the Human Health Risk Assessment conducted for the project.
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Comment Letter 166.........c.ouoeeiiiiiiiiiiiie e McHenry, J.

Response 166.001

Thank you for your comment. A complete discussion of
Socioeconomics is provided in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS.
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= COMMENT#167 | COMMENt Ll L1087 e Welch, T.
% Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement Comment Letter 167 elc
)
# Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project Response

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Draft EIS Public Meeting Comment Form Thank you for your comment.

Ce must be p ked by May 27, 2014, for consideration in the Final EIS. Comments may be
submitted at the open house public meetings (being held April 30 through May 9, 2014), via email to
FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov or by postal mail, hand delivery or courier to the address below.

MEETING LOCATION:( oc ‘LQZ, & 2 pate: H-1-|

***Please Print***

S, lXpo voye of framonse  ceoulean PUNVEEEN cne)

\\\‘”\\ﬁ é@.\ma\na £Oov  cde) S Wabs ook sSuad \\.‘(29 c

= DD o) ‘\c Ieglﬂ‘(\

AL cogo 2 5 : e,
A ) AuDicail cant :w\snc)erms
ek A\, ophive Qewet 19 s\w\\ \Peching \ow) \eyels

of cool  a's ivaQackewi —\-rx esholis\ o coph nQuJ@\f
\ oA O

o< o 2 w oo 4 c‘,w)
1. NAME: (0 LA \’—{ T o) Ja el
. ORGANIZATION (if applicable):
EMAIL ADDRESS/PHONE NUMBER
. MAILING ADDRESS:

)

Do you wish to withhold your name or address from public review or from disclosure under the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)? bQO [ 1YES

Please give this completed form to one of the project team representatives
\o} or mail by May 27, 2014, to: o
Mr. Marcelo Calle
Office of Surface Mining Recl ion & Enfor t, Western Region Office
1999 Broadway, Suite 3320
Denver, CO 80202-3050

Comments may be emailed to FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov.
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o COLOR/Q[@O ﬁﬂ‘f‘%yfcowg‘lﬂs COMMENT LETET 168.......uiveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeesee e e Jobin, W.

Response 168.001

Please see Master Response #1, Deficient Analysis. Impacts to health
and safety are addressed in Section 4.17 of the Draft EIS. Specifically,
pages 4.17-22 through 4.17-24 summarize the results of the human
health risk assessment conducted for the project.

v Consultants on land and water

1 May 2014

RE: Draft EIS for Four Corners Power Plant/N avajo Mine Complex

Greetings,
Having examined the Environmental Impact Assessment for the Four Corners Power Rlant

and Navajo Mine Complex, [ am appalled by its deficiencies regarding emissions into our
atmosphere from the buming of coal in the plant. Particles of soot emitted from the plant ¢

cause major health and environmental impacts throughout the Four Corners region. Until thel 150
emission of particulate mater is measured and analyzed, this EIA is deficient and should be
rejected.

As a resident of Cortez, I also make this analysis based on 50 years of experience with
health and environmental impact assessments on billion dollar energy projects in the US, Africa
and South America. Employed as an engineer with the World Health Organization and the US
Public Health Service, I have also served as consultant to federal, state and local governments on
environmental health impact assessments. My civil and environmental engineering degrees are
from the Massachusetts Institute of Technology and my doctorate in public health is from
Harvard University.

My analysis indicates that the EIS fails to deal with the major source of health problems
from coal-fired power plants; emissions of particles of soot and other combustion products. Fine
particles from burning coal are linked to premature mortality, respiratory and cardiovascular
disease, and emergency hospital admissions for asthma and bronchitis. Coarse particles are also
important in decreasing visibility in our contaminated atmosphere. For this reason the US EPA
has imposed new and stringent Air Quality Standards for fine particles, added to the older
standards for coarse particles. The importance of interstate regulation of these particles in our air
was upheld in a recent Supreme Court decision of 29 April 2014. Thus the current and projected
concentrations of both fine and coarse particles must be evaluated for the FCPP before we make
an assessment of its health and environmental impacts, and renew the lease.

Yours truly, 2 .

William K. Jobin, Sc.D. 0 ?
2555§ RoadN.6 Corlez, Colorado 81321 Tel 1 970 565 8331
email <coloradovalley@earthlink.nets webpage htip://home.earthlink.net/~coloradovalley/
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' COMMENT #169
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement
Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Draft EIS Public Meeting Comment Form

Comments must be postmarked by May 27, 2014, for consideration in the Final EIS. Comments may be
submitted at the open house public meetings (being held April 30 through May 9, 2014), via email to
FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov or by postal mail, hand delivery or courier to the address below.

co DATERSH, / 3// 290 SL'/

***Please Print***

MEETING LOCATION: ﬂ(/’dﬂvﬁ

R/
169.001

7

o)
2

169.002
b

<how |y be  MAjude en LFfD
gl £S5 5/; iéﬁ g bl  cad haps
-kAI G\ ‘Fl p= l(? 0/1 ”47‘1‘04

. NAME: . 1] Ra/{rJD’fapﬂ‘/

il

2. ORGANIZATION (if applicable):

3. EMAIL ADDRESS/PHONE NUMBER:
4. MAILING ADDRESS:

Do you wish to withhold your name or address from public review or from disclosure under the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)? NO [ 1YES

Please give this completed form to one of the project team representatives
or mail by May 27, 2014, to:
Mr. Marcelo Calle
Office of Surface Mining Recl ion & Enfor
1999 Broadway, Suite 3320
Denver, CO 80202-3050

iled to FCPPNavajoE

t, Western Region Office

Comments may be gyEIS@osmre.gov.

Comment Letter 169........ccooiiiiiiiieeiiiiieee e Randolph, D.

Response 169.001

Thank you for your comment. Morgan Lake is a known groundwater
mound; as discussed on page 4.5-33 and shown in Figure 4.5-8 of the
Draft EIS surface water quality in the lake meets the Navajo Nation
EPA standards for designated beneficial uses. As groundwater beneath
the lake would be recharged by surface water from the lake, the quality
of the groundwater would be similar to the surface water. Furthermore,
during groundwater transport, any elevated concentrations of
constituents of concern would be diluted to lower concentrations.

With regard to groundwater monitoring in Areas | and Il of the mine,
monitoring wells are located on Figure 4.5-2 and have also been added
to Figure 4.5-1.

Response 169.002

The final Biological Assessment/Biological Opinion has been appended
to the Final EIS.
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Comment Letter 170. ... Yazzie, C.

Response 170.001

Thank you for your comment. A complete discussion of
Socioeconomics is provided in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS.
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Comment Letter 171 Turner, J.

Response 171.001

Please see Master Response #13, Cost of Electricity.
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Comment Letter 172 Yellowman, A.

Response 172.001

Thank you for your comment. A complete discussion of
Socioeconomics is provided in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS.
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= COMMENT #173 mMment Letter 173, Polites, K.
F(;‘éﬁ} Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement Co € cte 3 olites
g =271 Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project
S Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Response 173.001

The Draft EIS addressed issues related to toxicity and other

Draft EIS Public Meeting Comment Form .
environmental effects.

Comments must be postmarked by May 27, 2014, for consideration in the Final EIS. Comments may be
submitted at the open house public meetings (being held April 30 through May 9, 2014), via email to

FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov or by postal mail, hand delivery or courier to the address below. Res ponse 173.002
MEETING LOCATION: _b%n— DATE: __3 ! 4, Thank you for your comment. Health and Safety is addressed in
***Please Print***

Section 4.17 of the Draft EIS. Specifically, pages 4.17-22 through
4.17-24 summarize the results of the Human Health Risk Assessment
conducted for the project.

173.001

173.002

Response 173.003

Thank you for your comment. A complete discussion of
Socioeconomics, including tribal revenue, is provided in Section 4.10 of
the Draft EIS. Section 4.11 addresses environmental justice.

173.003

. NAME: %\\\ﬂ\ikl\
ORGANIZATYON (if applicable):
. EMAIL ADDRESS/PHONE NUMBER:

Do you wish to withhold your name or aﬁdress from public review or from disclosure under the

EoN I S

Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)? NO [YES

Please give this completed form to one of the project team representatives
or mail by May 27, 2014, to:

AP Mr. Marcelo Calle
: Office of Surface Mining Recl ion & Enfor Western Region Office
1999 Broadway, Suite 3320
Denver, CO 80202-3050

C may be iled to FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov.

)
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Comment Letter 174 ... Flint, B.

Response

Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT #175

Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement
Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Draft EIS Public Meeting Comment Form

Comments must be postmarked by May 27, 2014, for consideration in the Final EIS. Comments may be
submitted at the open house public meetings (being held April 30 through May 9, 2014), via email to
FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov or by postal mail, hand delivery or courier to the address below.

MEETING LOCATION: d)nuqo O/O DATE: S. 3 7201

‘*“Please Prmt*"
T copport Alternative 22 No Adhion Al tcmatae. Shotdown
P+ Navoiomwng . Thove ave Lpnoamo ARLE AD bl

=wve 0F oy caontivud ef [175.001
s eHeEs u‘ whole 2y convers monlotion

D M mm nd g

e e oiC A (Osh Eolacun. ad ol (Uhing plavct auong

XOore mmm.g down

hapt 13 S :
oland , Nive e wovevs Foy W"mm reclays
B m D O mmm e transmsSé

S 7% N gy (FAE GO0

Ay eyeish. Jols cveale |
mmlmammm'
ehVIVAD

175.002

NAME: M}/ @Vlﬂ

. ORGANIZATION (if applicable):
. EMAIL ADDRESS/PHONE NUMBER:
. MAILING ADDRESS:

s W N =

Do you wish to withhold your name or address from public review or from disclosure under the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)? 5] NO [ ]1YES

Please give this completed form to one of the project team representatives
or mail by Mav 27, 2014, to:
\’\6 Mr. Marcelo Calle
Office of Surface Mining Recl & Enfor
1999 Broadway, Suite 3320
Denver, CO 80202-3050

Comments may be emailed to FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov.

Western Region Office

Comment Letter 175

Response 175.001

Thank you for your comment. Climate Change is addressed in Section

4.2 of the Draft EIS, as well as in Section 4.18, Cumulative Impacts. Air
Quality is addressed in Section 4.1 and Water Resources is addressed
in Section 4.5.

Response 175.002

Thank you for your comments. Environmental justice is addressed in
Section 4.11 of the Draft EIS. For clarification, the proposed project
involves continued operation of an existing power plant on land that is
leased from the Navajo Nation, not the siting of a new power plant.
With regard to renewable energy, please see Master Response #2,
Renewable Alternatives.
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COMMENT #176 Comment Letter 176........ooooiiiiiiiiii Lynch, J.
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement
Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project Response 176.001

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

These issues are in compliance with the best available technologies

D RIS et iC onn e DO L available at coal-fired power plants, and were the subject of a recent

Comments must be postmarked by May 27, 2014, for consideration in the Final EIS. Comments may be 7 ichi
submitted at the open house public meetings (being held April 30 through May 9, 2014), via email to EPA action establishi ng BART for FCPP.
FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov or by postal mail, hand delivery or courier to the address below.

MEETING LOCATION: Qﬂleﬁ MeO ,CO.  pate: 4’/3//‘/ Response 176.002
**$*¥Plagse Print¥** i [N

0 17 15 OUrrgeens THAT BHP. LAS gt miw €D 70 Concentrated solar power is addressed on page 3-50 of the Draft EIS.
ReE7HAIN THE ZAU N Avw WATER RIEHTS gFFecTiv

1AK//I/é—
D WE ARE ARovr 72 Aitocd A wiRitvge  BRD _L2oRLp

&mwmeﬂé_w_&m@wﬂ

PLoe Es porctBLE BHP -
(% 7’ V2o, U //lé
<k NRE EpPpPENTS . ENFZ /S ‘wo o, Bl ECTE

Lir 2:d

= o7 A AY. .S’
BELommE A A/CCC-SSAR)/ RE AL 17 D L THEY L 2y 7_E
L NAME_TAmES T CYRCH ABe
2. ORGANIZATION (if applicable): D‘:; 7
3. EMAIL ADDRESS/PHONE NUMBER: So,
4. MAILING ADDRESS:

\/\\D Do you wish to withhold your name or address from public review or from disclosure under the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)? '§(j NO [F 1iYES!

Please give this completed form to one of the pro;cct team representatives
or mail by

Mr. Marcelo Calle
Office of Surface Mining Recl ion & Enfor t, Western Region Office
1999 Broadway, Suite 3320
Denver, CO 80202-3050

C may be emailed to FCPPNavaj

ergyEIS@osmre.gov.
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s COMMENT #177
;;‘éé’\\ Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement
{' 2 g Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project
S’ Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Draft EIS Public Meeting Comment Form

C must be p ked by May 27, 2014, for consideration in the Final EIS. Comments may be
submitted at the open house public meetings (being held April 30 through May 9, 2014), via email to
FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov or by postal mail, hand delivery or courier to the address below.

MEETING LOCATION: Dun G Cf) pate: D = < |4

***Please Print***
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. NAME: Sf/c-u) H Vl n anv‘(' ()VQA\\
ORGANIZATION (if applicable): Z
. EMAIL ADDRESS/PHQ
. MAILING ADDRESS: §

S W N =

Do you wish to withhold your name or address from public review or from disclosure under the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)? [ ]JNO /1><1’ YES

Please give this completed form to one of the project team representatives
or mail by May 27, 2014, to:
Mr. Marcelo Calle
Office of Surface Mining Recl ion & Enfor
1999 Broadway, Suite 3320
Denver, CO 80202-3050

iled to FCPPNavajoE

¢, Western Region Office

C may be

gyEIS@osmre.gov.

Comment Letter 177 . ... Craig, S.V.

Response 177.001

As described in Section 3.2.1.1, a component of the proposed project is
reclamation of the mined areas. A description of reclamation is
provided on page 2-15: OMSRE’s reclamation requirements are
specified in 30 U.S.C. 1265 Section 515. BNCC'’s past reclamation
efforts have been successful based on OSMRE review; however, in
2010, OSMRE found that BNCC'’s rate of reclamation was inadequate.
BNCC developed a plan to improve the rate of contemporaneous
reclamation in response, and the plan was subsequently approved by
OSMRE. Since then, the prescribed rate of contemporaneous
reclamation has been met. In 2008, in accordance with OSMRE
recommendations, BNCC expanded the use of geomorphic restoration
approaches. This design principle uses fewer hard-engineered
structures for erosion control, and instead uses design measures that
better mimic natural erosion and deposition processes.

Following shut-down of the FCPP, as described on page 3-32, the
Plant would discontinue operation and the site would be
decommissioned in accordance with the requirements of the 1960 and
1966 leases and existing Section 323 ROW grants for the plant site.
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COMMENT #178
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement

Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Draft EIS Public Meeting Comment Form

Comments must be postmarked by May 27, 2014, for consideration in the Final EIS. Comments may be
submitted at the open house public meetings (being held April 30 through May 9, 2014), via email to
FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov or by postal mail, hand delivery or courier to the address below.

Diigaen pate:_ 9(%(\4

***Please Print***

MEETING LOCATION:

T Ad tot 1o

TAIE m: a«wwb %'c A mww« CoWae FMNT

: . g e
bJﬂAT‘H 1AM 7 (A I@ QUM . =l A:ll | 178003
S0 nan(_ oc e 4 (eneps Meck T Al pso

CONLEYNES  ABDIT  AIGZIITA IS UV BEALITIENL.  MATIEW AL 175,000

_Wbreuget  4UCH AC e P (lann (Aniigre) AnD Meta VERDe.
1.1 (4 /l-lM\f e M AN T SR Wiy LAAAL \l/l*s.uos
152D)

. NAME:_ ULl Voomuodt

. ORGANIZATION (if applicable):
EMAIL ADDRESS/PHONE NUMBER:
. MAILING ADDRESS:

B oW N

Do you wish to withhold your name or address from public review or from disclosure under the
/% Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)? [ ]NO [ 1YES

\

Please give this completed form to one of the project team representatives
or mail by May 27, 2014, to:
Mr. Marcelo Calle
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation & Enforcement, Western Region Office
1999 Broadway, Suite 3320
Denver, CO 80202-3050

Comments may be emailed to FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov.

Comment LEetter 178...... i Kostuch, J.

Response 178.001

Thank you for your comment. OSMRE is considering all of the
alternatives that were analyzed in the Draft EIS and will inform the
public of its decision via the Record of Decision, anticipated in the
spring of 2015.

Response 178.002

Thank you for your comment. Health and Safety is addressed in
Section 4.17 of the Draft EIS. Specifically, pages 4.17-22 through
4.17-24 summarize the results of the Human Health Risk Assessment
conducted for the project.

Response 178.003

Thank you for your comment. Air quality is addressed in Section 4.1 of
the Draft EIS.

Response 178.004

Thank you for your comment. Visibility is addressed in Section 4.1, Air
Quality, of the Draft EIS.

Response 178.005

Thank you for your comment. Please see Master Response #2,
Renewable Energy Alternatives.

May 2015
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Response 178.006

Thank you for your comment. Air quality and climate change are
addressed in Section 4.1 and 4.2 of the Draft EIS, respectively.
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COMMENT #179
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement

Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Draft EIS Public Meeting Comment Form
C ts must be p ked by May 27, 2014, for consideration in the Final EIS. Comments may be

submitted at the open house public meetings (being held April 30 through May 9, 2014), via email to
FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov or by postal mail, hand delivery or courier to the address below.

MEETING LOCATION: J)(,(ZZ(ZAdfb C /- ) M—M
"‘*"P]ease Print***

mmnmmr,,, B
mm _

4 "ﬁMI'“«M
Dcrad.

S Lo 7o) cai09 Uo

Qecea Ao o 179.002

Ao aga O Dt

1:(\0 L)AA/?A/)“ 53

L LAAL 179.003

. NaME:_ (oW Satr00;

ORGANIZATION (if applicable):
. EMAIL ADDRESS/PHONE NUMBER:
. MAILING ADDRESS:

\’\”\ ; !
Do you wish to withhold yo! losure under the

Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)?

[ YNo

[ 1YES

Please give this completed form to one of the project team representatives
or mail by May 27, 2014, to:
Mr. Marcelo Calle
Office of Surface Mining R ion & Enfor
1999 Broadway, Suite 3320
Denver, CO 80202-3050

Comments may be emailed to FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov.

Western Region Office

Comment LEetTEr 179 ..o Estelle, B.

Response 179.001

Please see Master Response #4, Mercury Deposition and Mercury in
Fish in Nearby Lakes.

Response 179.002

Conversion of FCPP to a natural gas plant is addressed in
Section 3.3.1 of the Draft EIS. With regard to renewable alternatives,
please see Master Response #2.

Response 179.003

Thank you for your comment. Air quality and climate change are
addressed in Section 4.1 and 4.2 of the Draft EIS, respectively.
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Comment Letter 180.......cccoovvviiiiiiiieiiieeeeeeeeeeee e Motteshard, L.

Response 180.001

Thank you for your comment. A complete discussion of
Socioeconomics is provided in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS.
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COMMENT #181
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement

Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Draft EIS Public Meeting Comment Form

C must be p ked by May 27, 2014, for consideration in the Final EIS. Comments may be
submitted at the open house public meetings (being held April 30 through May 9, 2014), via email to
FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov or by postal mail, hand delivery or courier to the address below.

£
MEETING LOCATION: | halinsd , 0 DATE: S/ < qu’
*%%Plcase Print*** I

NNL’R \/\w? e w\gm\mf‘ «{)e £oJ (‘S\ o
Y r \ 0 —1 1.001
3 L ] (Emeas s e e (P
(@]
e A D z
WU TR YWSONTZN Y

. NAME: \__S_‘\ch\ \)Yc-bv\AC\%K

. ORGANIZATION (if applicable):
. EMAIL ADDRESS/PHONE NUMBER:
. MAILING ADDRESS:

WO -

Do you wish to withhold your name or ad. from public review or from disclosure under the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)?  [v]NO [ ]1YES

Please give this completed form to one of the project team representatives
or mail by May 27, 2014, to:
Mr. Marcelo Calle
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation & Enforcement, Western Region Office
1999 Broadway, Suite 3320
Denver, CO 80202-3050

iled to FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov.

Comments may be

cComment Letter 181L.......coiviiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiee e, Hotchkiss, J.

Response 181.001

Two programmatic agreements have been developed for the project to
address the protection of cultural resources and artifacts. A discussion
of the tribal and Section 106 consultation processes through which
these programmatic agreements were developed is provided in
Section 4.4, Cultural Resources. In addition, a complete summary of all
consultation activities to date is provided in Section 5, Consultation and
Coordination. The programmatic agreements address monitoring on-
site during ground disturbance.
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Comment Letter 182........ooiiiiiiieeeie e Hotchkiss, J.

Response 182.001

Please see Master Response #14, Baseline Conditions.
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Comment Letter 183........iiiii e Hotchkiss, J.

Response 183.001

Volume 3 of the Final EIS includes responses to all of the comments
received during the public review period of the Draft EIS.
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Office of Surface Bﬁl%érﬁgcfgﬁlaﬁon and Enforcement
Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Draft EIS Public Meeting Comment Form

C must be p ked by May 27, 2014, for consideration in the Final EIS. Comments may be
submitted at the open house public meetings (being held April 30 through May 9, 2014), via email to
FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov or by postal mail, hand delivery or courier to the address below.

MEETING LOCATION: 1) Ance. oD E2)  mram j/ 2 Y
w4 ¥Dlease Print*** I I

Ti(‘ M. qe IA«K heen 1A U(‘olah\ﬂu\

7T ISR e CATE L = AR T kv Avesay)
s R K & ) Ceu PP 7E § e
i o lac eataCordNT o, e,
'Twea‘\‘s o Lot o oS San Nuen RbPC
Za < \\ EYTP N (TS BPR TG A
51 ceams

1 NAME: 2z taq Na\Gise

2. ORGANIZATION (if applicable):
\%k 3. EMAIL ADDRESS/PHONE NUMBER:
4. MAILING ADDRESS:

Do you wish to withhold your name or addregs from public review or from disclosure under the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)? [/ NO [ 1YES

Please give this completed form to one of the project team representatives
or mail by May 27, 2014, to:

Mr. Marcelo Calle

Office of Surface Mining Recl ion & Enfor ‘Western Region Office
1999 Broadway, Suite 3320
Denver, CO 80202-3050
C may be emailed to FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov.

cComment Letter 184 ..., Hotchkiss, J.

Response 184.001

As described in Section 4.5.1, the Navajo Mine operates under an
Industrial NPDES permit. In addition, the USACE is considering a
Section 404 Individual Permit for the proposed action. The statement
"A review of EPA records also verified that BNCC and APS have no
recorded NPDES permit violations (EPA 2013f)” has been revised as
follows: “A review of EPA records also verified that no violations
occurred under permit NM0000019 and one violation is recorded for
BNCC under permit NN0028193 for non-compliance with discharge limits
for total suspended solids and total iron for discharge which occurred
between October and December 2013. Reporting violations have been
recorded for the subsequent quarters. No enforcement actions are
reported to date (EPA 2013f).”
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Comment Letter 185........oo i Hotchkiss, J.

Response 185.001

The photo credits were cited, and are provided to illustrate the concept
of reclamation.
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Comment Letter 186.........ccovvieiiiiiiiiiiie e Hotchkiss, J.

Response 186.001

Please see Master Response #8, Public Review Period and Master
Response #10, Translation of the EIS.
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Comment Letter 187 ... Hotchkiss, J.

Response 187.001

The Draft EIS was reviewed by representatives from all Cooperating
Agencies prior to publication and release to the public. To clarify, the
NEPA process was funded by the project applicants in a third-party
arrangement with OSMRE and was not funded by taxpayer dollars.
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COMMENT #188
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement

Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Draft EIS Public Meeting Comment Form

Comments must be postmarked by May 27, 2014, for consideration in the Final EIS. Comments may be
submitted at the open house public meetings (being held April 30 through May 9, 2014), via email to
FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov or by postal mail, hand delivery or courier to the address below.

MEETING LOCATION: E,m',f.# A DATE: M., & 2.0/4
**+%Please Print*** I '

;1-'/‘- B A A b il Vo 2 s mffwuf//_ I e S A e Y 5t 3
i = & -
X o 1 7 =z he £

1. NAME'(A&A@/ M/h#
2. ORGANIZATION (if applicable):
3. EMAIL ADDRESS/PHONE NUMBER:

4. MAILING ADDRESS:

——

\ Do you wish to withhold your name or address from public review or from disclosure under the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)?  [XINO [ 1YES

Please give this completed form to one of the praject team representatives
or mail by May 27, 2014, to:
Mr. Marcelo Calle

Office of Surface Mining Recl & Enfor
1999 Broadway, Suite 3320
Denver, CO 80202-3050

iled to FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov.

Western Region Office

Ci may be

Comment Letter 188.......coiviiiiiiiiiieiiieecee e

Response
Thank you for your comment.

Abbott, D.
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Comment Letter 189......cccoceevvvvvvvieeieeiierieiiieeeeeeeeeevvnnennn...Colomb, R,

Response 189.001

Thank you for your comment. A complete discussion of
socioeconomics is provided in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS.

May 2015 Appendix F 4-259



Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project
Final Environmental Impact Statement

Comment Letter 190.......coooiiiiiiiiie e Grimes, R.

Response 190.001

Thank you for your comment. A complete discussion of
socioeconomics is provided in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS.

4-260 Appendix F May 2015



Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project
Final Environmental Impact Statement

COMMENT #191
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement
Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Draft EIS Public Meeting Comment Form

Comments must be postmarked hy May 27, 2014, for consideration in the Final EIS. Commenis may be
submitted ot the open house public meetings (being held April 30 through May 9, 2014), via email to
FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov or by postal mail, hand delivery or courier ta the address helow.

MEETING LOCATION: 1:4 i %11 A)a
¥¥%Pleage Print***
4N

DATE:
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e
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2L Please. pave the new Pethti" Lf wae nice dor

‘()
o

3
191.002

e i We  nu e _apdits e roog

(A en &

Pleace. #hape o compenc’ 4o
enf . AT

) _.Q_l.qfl’u.—ig
OYeV  Nan Nven

e

nd like 4o cee Fhat

191.003

Bowop =

G

% lbll-eu‘ 2

NAME: _Tyoue ) Ppm
ORGANIZATION (if applicable):
EMAIL ADDRESS/PHONE NUMBER:

e 00 O

Da you wish to withhald your name or address from public review or from disclosure under the

Freedom of [nformation Act (FO1A)?

[ INO YES

Please give this completed form to one of the project team representatives
or mail by May 27, 2014. to:
Mr. Mercela Calle
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation & Enforcement, Western Region Office
1999 Broadway, Suite 3320
Denver, CO 80202-3050

Comments may be emailed to FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov.

Comment Letter 191 ... Begay, I.

Response 191.001

This is outside the scope of this NEPA analysis.

Response 191.002

As described on page 3-14, Burnham Road would be designed by a
New Mexico-registered professional engineer to meet the NNDOT and
NMDOT standards as well as SMCRA performance standards of 30
CFR Subchapter K and the Mine Safety and Health Administration
standards and requirements for roads. NTEC would be responsible for
the maintenance of the road for the duration of the permit term.

Response 191.003

Thank you for your comment. Air quality is addressed in Section 4.1 of
the Draft EIS.
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Comment Letter 192........iiieeeee e Lujan, E.

Response 192.001

As described on page 3-14, Burnham Road would be designed by a
New Mexico-registered professional engineer to meet the NNDOT and
NMDOT standards as well as SMCRA performance standards of 30
CFR Subchapter K and the Mine Safety and Health Administration
standards and requirements for roads. NTEC would be responsible for
the maintenance of the road for the duration of the permit term. Fencing
is not part of these requirements.

Response 192.002

Thank you for your comment. Air quality, including a discussion of the
Clean Air Act, is provided in Section 4.1 of the Draft EIS.
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Comment Letter 193. ...t Yaughn, D

Response

Thank you for your comment.
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Comment Letter 194.........ooooiiiiiiiiiee e, Vaughn, D.

Response 194.001

Thank you for your comment. A complete discussion of
socioeconomics is provided in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS.
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COMMENT #195

Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement
Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Draft EIS Public Meeting Comment Form
Comments must be postmarked by Mav 27, 2014, for consideration in the Final EIS. Comments may be

submitted at the open house public meetings (being held April 30 through May 9, 2014), via email to
FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov or'by postal mail, hand delivery or courier ta the address below.,

MM DATE: S5 js‘/ao i

m}m 7'1»[4 Wewﬂw&- L

MEETING LOCATION: cl.i;q’a

\_) b= *l’le

195.001

B Sbh ] A {axae g = 193*59&
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un Yo Wotfer> (p.de" dnbe - W‘r‘v‘i fprTAS7 U7 ] <L '“34(
) i

o Ll WpelBlle

1

2. ORGANIZATION (if applicable):

\G\‘j 3. EMAIL ADDRESS/PHONE NUMBER:
4. MAILING ADDRESS:

Do you wish to withhold your name or from public review or from disclosure under the
Freedom of Information Act (FOLA)? NO [ ]YES

Please yive this completed form to one of the project team representatives
or mail by May 27, 2014, to:
Mr. Marcelo Calle
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation & Enforcement, Western Region Office
1999 Broadwany, Suite 3320
Denver, CO 8112(12-3050

Comments may be emailed to FCPI'NavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.goy,

Comment Letter 195.. ... Woolfolk, C.

Response 195.001

Thank you for your comment. A complete discussion of
socioeconomics is provided in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS.
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Comment Letter 196.........ooouuiiiiiie e Voss, J.

Response

Thank you for your comment.
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Comment Letter 197 . ... Griffin, J.

Response 197.001

Thank you for your comment. A complete discussion of
socioeconomics is provided in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS.
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Comment Letter 198.........cooviiiiiiiiiie e Anonymous

Response 198.001

Please see Master Response #10, Translation of the EIS.
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Office of Surface l\flﬁﬁl\n1 ¢ Reclamation and Enforcement
Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Draft EIS Public Meeting Comment Form

(8) must be pastmarked by May 27, 2014, for consideration in the Final EIS. Comments may be
submitted at the open house public meetings (being held April 30 through May 9, 2014), via email to
FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre,gov or by postal mail, hand delivery or caurier to the address helow:.

,1
E

MEETING LOCATION: fg./4714/4 & Wy DATE: i
*+*Please Print***
4 ’ 2a} V297 t
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. NAME: [4/17//,4/14 \71&&5

. ORGANIZATION (if applicable): £/
EMAIL ADDRESS/PHONE NUMBER:
MAILING ADDRESS:

2%

A woN o=

Do yau wish to withhold your name or addrgss fram public review or frum disclosure under the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)? INC [ 1YES

Plesse give this completed form to one of the project team representatives
or mail by May 27, 2014, to:

Myr. Marcelo Calle
Office of Surface Mining Recl ion & Enfor ‘Western Region Office
1999 Broadway, Suite 3320
Denver, CO 80202-3050

Comments may be emailed to FCPPNavajoEnergvEIS@osmre.gov.

Comment Letter 199. ... Rogers, W.

Response 199.001

Thank you for your comment. OSMRE is considering all of the
alternatives that were analyzed in the Draft EIS and will inform the
public of its decision via the Record of Decision, anticipated in the
spring of 2015.
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COMMENT 200
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement

Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Draft EIS Public Meeting Comment Form

Comments must be postmarked by May 27, 2014, for consideration in the Final EIS. Comments may be
submitted at the open house public meetings (being held April 30 through May 9, 2014), via email to
FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov or by postal mail, hand delivery or courier to the address below.
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1. NAVE: Bl 7V, x.\nzaﬁ-
. ORGANIZATION {if applicable): 2ol ?\ABL.IQ,
. EMAIL ADDRESS/PHONE NUMBER:
MAILING ADDRESS:

MEETING LOCATION: DATE:

200001

B oW

Do you wish to withhold your name or address from public review or from disclosure under the
Freedom of Information Act(FOlAY? [ INO MYES

Please give this compleled form lo one of the project team representatives
or mail by Mav 27. 2014, to:

Mr, Marcelo Calle
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation & Enforcement, Western Region Office
1999 Broadway, Suite 3320
Denver, CO 80202.3050

Comments may be emailed to FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov.

Comment LEetter 200... ...

Response 200.001

Thank you for your comment. A complete discussion of
socioeconomics is provided in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS.

Norris, P.
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Office of Surface Nﬁﬁ?ﬁ% Reclamation and Enforcement
Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Draft EIS Public Meeting Comment Form

Comments must be postmarked by May 27, 2014, for consideration in the Final EIS. Comments may be
submitted at the open house public meetings (being held April 30 through May 9, 2014), via email lo
FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov or by postal mail, hand delivery or courier to the address below.

MEETING LOCATION: _{_to\0 Hoase DATE: 9. / 5 / 4
k3 Please 1] it ' y
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SIste \ 201.001
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. NAME: N\L\'\M\ _L\l\\w»'\\o ‘
. ORGANIZATION (ifapplicable): _~ Met\ e, e Sdud\in
. EMAIL ADDRESS/PHONE NUMBER:
. MAILING ADDRESS;

’LQ

AWM =

Do you wish ta withhold your name or address from public review or from disclosure under the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIAY?  [\INO [ 1YES

Please give this completed form to one of the project team representatives
or mail by May 27, 2014, to:
Mr. Marcelo Calle
Office of Surface Mining R ion & Enfor
1999 Broadway, Suite 3320
Denver, CO 80202-3050

Comments may be emailed to FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.goy.

t, Western Regian Office

Comment Letter 201 ......ooveiiiiiiiiieee e Colomb, M.

Response 201.001

Section 1 of the Draft EIS summarizes the roles and responsibilities of
each of the agencies involved in this project, as well as the project
proposals from each proponent and the purpose and need for the
proposed action. With regard to alternatives, CEQ regulations require
consideration of a wide range of alternatives, including the No Action
alternative, as part of the NEPA process.

Response 201.002

Thank you for your comment. A complete discussion of
socioeconomics is provided in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS.

Response 201.003

There are several entities, including universities, industry research
groups, and government energy labs that are researching efficient
methods of using existing resources. The impacts of continued mine
and power plant operations are evaluated in the EIS.

Response 201.004

Evaluation of potential impacts of over-grazing and over-fishing is
outside the scope of this EIS. Cumulative impacts of the proposed
project in consideration of other past, present and reasonably
foreseeable future projects are evaluated in Section 4.18 of the
Draft EIS.

Response 201.005

Thank you for your comment. A complete discussion of
socioeconomics is provided in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS.
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§+w-

8

©¥Do you wish ta withhold your name or address from public review or from disclosure under the

COMMENT 202
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement

Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Draft EIS Public Meeting Comment Form

Comments must be postmarked by Mav 27, 2014, for consideration in the Final EIS. Comments may be
submitted at the open house public meetings {being held April 30 through May 9, 2014}, via email ta
FCPPNavajoEoergyEIS@osmre.gov or by postal mail, hand delivery or courier to the address below.

MEETING LocATION: SHIPROCE pate: MAY lo A0 14

¥x=Please Print***

}‘Dz crHen&ecP 5Julohc Hexnrmq. "/ou all are dmnp‘

T gleead L&&lﬂl} _availgble » Sor Auy Dino’ sy

Hg child Can CORTINLL "b r o — 'le'\t"d‘lor\\
g Suran Dl’\ by

L oS s '*‘

You hause prosented a |m“‘ e )r\Joer-hm\r Groat Dok
. NAME: L\n&k Yellowman

. ORGANIZATION (if applicable):
EMAIL ADDRESS/PHONE NUMBER:

g % e -

Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)? /PQNO [ 1YES

FPlease give this completed form te one of the project leam representalives
or mail by May 27, 2014, to:
Mr. Mareelo Calle
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation & Enfar
1999 Broadway, Suite 3320
Denver, CO 80202-3050

Comments may be emailed to FCPFNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov.

Waestern Region Office

202,001

Comment Letter 202.......ovviiiiiiiieiiieec e Yellowman, L.

Response 202.001

Thank you for your comment. A complete discussion of

socioeconomics is provided in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS.
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Comment Letter 203.. ... Clark, W.

Response 203.001

With regard to public health, Section 4.17, pages 4.17-22 through
4.17-24 provide a summary of the human health risk assessment
conducted for the project.

Response 203.002

Thank you for your comment. A complete discussion of
socioeconomics is provided in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS.

May 2015 Appendix F 4-273



Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project
Final Environmental Impact Statement

Comment Letter 204.........cooovuiiiiieee e Clark, S.

Response

Thank you for your comment.
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COMMENT 205
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement
Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Draft EIS Public Meeting Comment Form

Comments must be postmarked by May 27, 2014, for consideration in the Final EIS. Comments may be
submitted at the open house public meetings (being held April 3¢ throngh May 9, 2014), via crail ta
FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov or by postal mail, hand delivery or courier to the address below.

MEETING LOCATION: _ i/ grre/b DATE: _5/6 /1Y

***Please Print***

I ’(J 7.‘ ZJ :c Lo @ Latnonl SN X/ el A NETS
gas Sibg Jo onegy, - eliiency o todd Thod
ey 0 QI]"’ il 2“ f{' A POL [ LA ot DLLA V> 505 0o
L N5 (O ' the qome 41z !‘lﬁ _swe

ogunl Yo tha

more. . Jrss 8,
S

G2 (08 @)
a0 BUN f powpl w0

A &

. NAME: fuﬂraf B Sa{fr"‘r

ORGANIZATION (if applicable):

. EMAIL ADDRESS/PHONE _
MAILING ADDRESS:

oW N

'ﬁ Do you wish to withhold your name or ad.
Freedom of Information Act (FOLA)?  [V] NO

from public review or from disclosure under the
{ JYES

Please give this completed form to one of the project team representatives
or mail by May 27, 2014, to:
Mr. Marcclo Calle
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation & Enfor
1999 Broadway, Suite 3320
Denver, CO 80202-3050

Comments may be emailed to FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov.

‘Western Region Office

Comment Letter 205.. ... Sagor, J.

Response 205.001

The Climate Change sub-section of the Cumulative Effects Section of
the EIS (4.18.3.2) addresses this comment. The cumulative effects ROI
for climate change includes northeastern Arizona, southwestern
Colorado, Navajo Nation, and northwestern New Mexico. the major
producers of GHG emissions within this study area are the 17 power
plants, as such, the amount of power produced directly relates to the
amount of GHG emitted. Table 4.18-4 shows the relative contribution of
future FCPP emissions to regional GHG emissions.
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COMMENT 206
2 _ﬁ Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement

Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project Response 206.001
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

CommeENt LEEEN 206........civuniiiiiiiieii et Jim, B.L.

- - Please see Master Response #8, Public Review Period.
Draft EIS Public Meeting Comment Form

Comments must be postmatked by May 27, 2014, for consideration in the Final E1S. Comments may be Res ponse 206.002

submitted at the open house public meetings (being held April 30 through May 9, 2014), via email to

ECEER=vajobas ey EIS@osnre sovonby, "‘“"*‘ gt bindiacyeviorcotnieriothicaddressibel g As described in Section 2.2.5 of the Draft EIS, the power plant operates
MEETING LOCATION: te DaTE: S/ 0/ 2ot 24 hours a day, 7 days a week; however average capacity factor of all

*¥4Please Print***

SR e Jh lm.m.,-d.,.utu fhts) I

Mr» Jaf = Au:f‘ YYRY I i

units has been approximately 86 percent. Under the Proposed Action,
FCPP would continue the same operating schedule. Workforce at
FCPP is described in Section 2.2.2 of the Draft EIS. The FCPP
currently employs 474 individuals.

206.001

L Plogt operntfin PP T2 3L tow snly 5 Aoy Jok op 1/ fuw
CvMthun'J 2¢ /bfs'd/:di 2 Moot A/Z\/)ln e ,,,/:7 2t nod?

206.002

Response 206.003

Transfer of the mine permit from BNCC to NTEC was considered as
part of a separate NEPA process and is addressed as part of the
baseline existing conditions in the EIS. Due diligence conducted by
either party prior to the transfer is part of a business transaction;
therefore, such documentation and records are not part of the project
evaluated in this Draft EIS.

. vanve 19Ees, Bewny Lee Nn

. ORGANIZATION (if applicabie):
. EMATL ADDRESS/PHONE NUMBER:
. MAILING ADDRESS:

B T

Do you wish to withheld your name or address from public yeview or from disclosure under the
Freedom of Information Act (FOJAY? [ JNO [V] YES

Please give this completed (orm (o ane of the project team representatives
or mail by Mav 27, 2014, to:

Mr. Marcelo Calle
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation & Enfor Western Region Office
1999 Broadway, Suite 3320
Denver, CO 802023050

Comments may be emailed to FCPPNavajoEnergyE1S@osmre.gov.

4-276 Appendix F May 2015



Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project
Final Environmental Impact Statement

COMMENT 207
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement
Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Draft EIS Public Meeting Comment Form

Comments must be pustmarked by May 27, 2014, for consideration in the Final EIS. Comments may be
submitted at the open house pubiic meetings (being held April 30 through May 9, 2014}, via email ta
FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov or by postal mail, hand delivery or courier to the address below.

pATE: S/

MEETING LOCATION: 54 j('ﬂwé& M
4 ¢Please Print*+*

) A
40579/22 s N, LGS /)ra/-‘f- f)o/,.. nm,c. 7
P ; !

R, i S ot cr seerec S/?e«ﬂ

_I?)

e Ve f VK271 E
. ORGANIZATION (if applicable}:

. EMAIL ADDRESS/PHONE NUMBER:

. MAILING ADDRESS;|

B W N e

Do you wish ta withhold your name or address from public review or from disclosure under the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)? PQNO [ 1YES

Please give this completed form to one of the project teamn representatives
or mail by May 27, 2014, to:
Mr. Marcelo Calle
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation & Enforcement, Western Region Office
1999 Broadway, Suite 3320
Denver, CO 80202-3050

Comments may be emailed to FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmro.goy.

Response 207.001

The location of the historic CCR placement area is accurate on
Figure 2-1.

207.001

CommMmeENt LEITEN 207 ... Yazzie, V.

May 2015
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Comment Letter 208..........oooociiiiiiiiiiiiie e Anonymous

Response 208.001

For clarification, the Record of Decision for this EIS will be published by
OSMRE, not EPA. EPA is participating in this NEPA process as a
cooperating agency. A complete discussion of Socioeconomics is
provided in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS.
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COMMENT 209

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement
Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project

Draft EIS Public Meeting Comment Form

Comments must be postmarked by May 27, 2014, for consideration in the Final EIS. Comments may be
submitted at the open house public meetings (being held April 30 through May 9, 2014}, via email to
FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov or by postal mail, hand delivery or courier to the address below.

MEETING LOCATION: NEM&M&EM) pate: Max 0¥ 20 1

k%Please Print***

fu? e W 203 PAYY A4 A

A
’('n.wfj

g four corners dicl AOT oo ¢
AN heeA ATNLIS iy g

- Al
oAUl Lo [ ltos T PAL

1452 N4 RHECHE L . £ 4 g
 Each Eva pertsoamel| _anel Hng e clecorplan b= orhol

2.
a3,
4.

F

07
dl?g Pd‘sa,[ d'b 55‘,9!

NAME: Drev)

ORGANIZATION (if applicable): ggzmm&_qu e

EMAIL ADDRESS/PHONE NUMBER:

MAILING ADDRESS:

Do you wish to withhold your name or address from public review or from disclosure under the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)? B NO { JYES

Please give this compleled form (o one of the project team representatives
or mail by May 27, 2014, to:
Mr. Marcelo Calle
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation & Enfor Western Region Office
1999 Broadway, Suite 3320
Denver, CO 80202-3050

Comments may be emailed tc FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov.

Comment Letter 209......ccccvvvvvviiiieiinnnn. Arizona Public Service Co.

Response 209.001

Thank you for your comment. A complete discussion of
Socioeconomics is provided in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS. For
clarification, the lead agency of this NEPA process is OSMRE, not
EPA. EPA is participating as a cooperating agency. OSMRE is
considering all of the alternatives that were analyzed in the Draft EIS
and will inform the public of its decision via the Record of Decision,
anticipated in the spring of 2015.

Response 209.002

Disposal of CCR is addressed in Section 4.5, Water Resources, and
Section 4.15 Hazardous Materials and Wastes of the Draft EIS.
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COMMENT 210
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement

Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

A
ﬁ? : ﬂ
& \}
3
Q:,(

oy,

Draft EIS Public Meeting Comment Form

C must be p ked by May 27, 2014, for consideration in the Fmal EIS. Comments may be

submitted at the open house public meetings (being held April 30 through May 9, 2014), viz email to
FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov or by postal mail, hand delivery ar courier to the address below.

MEETING LOCATION: &AMLNMA(_M M DATE: ﬂﬂg_'lzﬁ il A et
*¥#Dlease Print***

Toduy T went 4o Ao Nevsls Miae Jo
£ .

A+ / s s

Lour lofvecs AR Loy Thhe orrY e Sin b
L, ar Fe

Z_|210001

an. R ‘
bL_at e MAvajy Whe
Em//, catierd 4 T02 50 Hee Sk oth 4/3"[

Ar. drmazn
Arpac frrcn s
I. NAME: Vlncm '# Mzt
. ORGANIZATION (if applicable):
. EMAIL ADDRESS/PHONE NUMBER
. MAILING ADDRESS:

()

oW

Dao you wish to withhold your name or address from public review or from disclosure under the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)? X NO [ ]YES

Please give this completed form to one of the project team representativas
or mail by May 27, 2{114, to:
Mr. Marcelo Calle
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation & Enforcement, Western Region Office
1999 Broadway, Suite 3320
Denver, CO §02{2-3050

Comments may be emailed to FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.goy.

Comment Letter 210. ...

Response 210.001

prompt action with regard to the request.

Yazzie, V.

Specific requests for background material used in the development of
the Draft EIS should be submitted directly to OSMRE, who will take
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Comment Letter 211 ... Dixon, B.

Response 211.001

Thank you for your comment. A complete discussion of
socioeconomics is provided in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS.
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COMMENT 212
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement
Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

G

_;?:"e 3 0‘2\

&
7’3{"""-—4,4
& i

Draft EIS Public Meeting Comment Form

Comments must be postmarked by May 27, 2014, for consideration in the Final EIS. Comments may be
submitted at the open house public meetings (being held April 3¢ through May 9, 2014), via email to
FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov or by postal mail, hand delivery or courier to the address below.

MEETING LOCATION: Neralbun e zesl

*+*Please Print***

DATE: § =7

. ORGANIZATION {if applicable):

1
2.
3. EMAIL ADDRESS/PHONE NIIMBER)
4

. MAILING ADDRESS:

v

Do you wish to withhold your name or addrgss from public review or from disclosure under the:
Freedom of Informalion Act (FOIA)? 1NO [ 1YES

N

Please give this completed form to one of the project team representatives
or mail by May 27, 2014, to:

Mr, Marcelo Calle
Oiffice of Surface Mining Reclamation & Enforcement, Western Region Office
1999 Broadway, Suite 3320
Denver, CO 80202-3050

Comments may be emailed to FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov,

Response 212.001

Thank you for your comment. A complete discussion of
socioeconomics is provided in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS.

cComment Letter 212......ooiviiiiiiiiieiieeee e Sorrelhorse, R.
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Comment Letter 213.. ... Melendez, T.

Response 213.001

Thank you for your comment. A complete discussion of
socioeconomics is provided in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS.

May 2015 Appendix F 4-283



Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project
Final Environmental Impact Statement

Comment Letter 214........coooomiiiiiiiieeee e Tohtsoni, N.

Response 214.001

Thank you for your comment. A complete discussion of
socioeconomics is provided in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS.
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COMMENT 215
} Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement

- Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Draft EIS Public Meeting Comment Form

Comments must be postmarked by May 27, 2014, for consideration in the Final EIS. Comments may be
submitted at the open house public meetings (being held April 30 through May 9, 2014), via email to
FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov or by postal mail, hand delivery or courier to the address below.

MEETING LOCATION: AzD ¢apt HEES DATE: Sﬁ/g#
*##Please Print*** y
"HE PlesEdtation] Sas NiEE Nice DEoPlE Aud deple-
- o e © ZATIonN Vo €D 1 e PRoPozed

oveN S0RTAce MNWS PRoSecT ANDN /ol DD oPosac . | Betieved
THELE (S STUL oG To Be The SANME AMo orr ol
AR Gleunl JORFACE VATCR. AUN VRO MENTAC
SolluTlon! Ad Detnee . Rt

M TR Eac ORGANIZATION AND 200 PER AT (o) _LHEn
IN. THe PaST DeEcADES | Bet G = Gorn bt
’ro Re THE SaAMe /‘:MGL;UT c>F SoBw deso E,e-cAu.‘Se 17¢e=2]5002

< _
31%‘1’ (= T A}; zMe;_&_lis_BﬂAcusC‘_AREAuﬂus

= AMECCAND APepn AS AReA (L. New
At 5]

1S THe WhAY oF rHE FuT’uQa TIbLe‘AAfdwmz
SoyEecTy, THIS 1S LJH—ﬂn— SEL P - me\'\w»«rmu

215001

Vi
15 Al Bau-r

l. NAME: Sdvee Thpunt
(j 2. ORGANIZATION (if applicable):
r& 3. EMAIL ADDRESS/PHONE NUMBER:
4. MAILING ADDRESS:

Do you wish ta withhold your name or ad from public review or from disclosure under the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)? NC [ 1YES

Please give this completed form Lo one of (he project team representatives
or mait by May 27, 2014, to:
Mr. Marcelo Calle
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation & Enforcement, Western Region Office
1998 Broadway, Suite 3320
Denver, CO 80202-3050

Comments may be emailed to FCPPNavajoEnergyE1S@osmre.gov.

Comment Letter 215.. ... Thomas, J.

Response 215.001

Thank you for your comment. An evaluation of potential impacts to air
quality, earth resources, and water resources is provided in Sections
4.1, 4.3, and 4.5 of the Draft EIS, respectively.

Response 215.002

Changes in workforce as part of the proposed project are described in
Section 3.2.1.1 of the Draft EIS. A complete discussion of
socioeconomics is provided in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS.
Response 215.003

Thank you for your comment.
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Comment Letter 216.......cooooiiiiiiii e Charty, F.

Response 216.001

Thank you for your comment. A complete discussion of
socioeconomics is provided in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS.
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COMMENT 217

s s s Comment Letter 217 ... Peterman, A.
éﬁﬁ\é Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement
& # Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project Response 217.001
- Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Thank you for your comment. A complete discussion of

Drait 1S FublicMeetingiGommentForm socioeconomics is provided in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS.

Comments must be postmarked by May 27, 2014, for consideration in the Final EIS. Comments may be
submitted at the open house public meetings (being held April 30 through May 9, 2614), vin email to
FCPPNavajoEnergyE1S@osmre.gov or by postal mail, hand delivery or courier to the address below. Res ponse 217.002

MEETING LOCATION: %ﬁu DATE: D-08- (L} Thank you for your comment. For clarification, the EIS evaluates
potential impacts of OSMRE's decision to approve or disapprove the
SMCRA permit for the Pinabete Permit Area and permit renewal for the
a70m | Navajo Mine Permit Area; BIA's decision to approve or disapprove the
Lease Amendment #3 for the FCPP; and BIA and BLM's decisions to
approve or disapprove the rights-of-way renewals for segments of the
subject transmission lines. OSMRE is considering all of the alternatives
& that were analyzed in the Draft EIS and will inform the public of its
mmmrnnmmm il decision via the Record of Decision, anticipated in the spring of 2015.

“ Buen T e [AS2 N g8 217.002
mmmy, T )
7 5 \ QF {-ﬂ - b
1. NAME: i\m—&om{ V2D mavs 2
2. ORGANIZATION (if applicable);
3. EMAIL ADDRESS/PHONE NUMBER:
4. MAILING ADDRESS:

% Do you wish to withhold your name or address from publm review or from disclosure under the
/\eredom of Information Act (FOIA)?  [VINO [ 1YES

q,-\ Please give this completed form to one of the project team representatives
or mail by May 27, 2014, to:
Mr. Marcelo Calle
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation & Enforcement, Western Region Office
1999 Broadway, Suite 3320
Denver, CO 80202-30450

Comments may be emailed to FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov.
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COMMENT 218
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement
Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Draft EIS Public Meeting Comment Form

Cominents must be posimarked by May 27, 2614, for consideration in the Final EIS. Comments may be
submitted at the open house public meetings (being held April 30 through May 9, 2014), via email fo
FCPPNavajoEnergyEES@osmre.gov or by postal mail, hand delivery or courier to the address below.

MEETING LOCATION: (#indo. Rausz, AZ 2o(4—
#*»Plaage Print***
(F\tns o oo at” e Mv\\f-cf

,,ch{-g‘, deﬁb Ca Ua}u-ﬂgl
Ec—Jn Vol Ul of !
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.
Sen Tugen Bo\srn

DATE: ?
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page |8 oF 70 pure (=3 ety /] 5t
G et Bl Syl A e )

218.00

U/Cu/ﬁ T ovzzst n/AfZ‘/ﬁ Wsig

e Sag Toson Besor mecds

5= 35 'F?-ﬁ,b/m 2:032/
b f‘ttdfsw/'f z’{

. NAME: Jinfm"}‘ /4&:: e
. ORGANIZATION (if applicable):

. EMAIL ADDRESS/PH

. MAILING ADDRESS:

AW N =

Do you wish to withhold your name or address from public review or from disclosure under the
Freedom of Information Act (FOLA)? p(]\NO [ 1YES

Please give this compleled form to one of the project team representatives
or mail by Mav 27, 2014, to:

Mr. Marcelo Calle
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation & Enfor
199% Broadway, Suite 3320
Denver, CO 80202-3050

Comments may be emailed to FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov.

Woestern Region Office

Comment Letter 218........iivuiiiiiiceee e Yazzie, V.

Response 218.001

Thank you for your comment and the information provided. The permit
application provides a characterization of the groundwater environment,
and specifically groundwater quantity at Chapter 6, Section 6.2 (now
Section 18.2.5.1 in the e-permit). To characterize the transmissivity of
the Picture Cliffs Sandstone, an aquifer recovery test was performed,
and graphical analysis was completed using the McWhorter method
(1980). Graphical analysis is at Chapter 6, Section 6.2, Figure 6-3 (now
Section 18.2.5.1, Figure 18-4 in the e-permit). Application of graphical
analysis requires some interpretation to identify where the slope line
intercepts the x-axis. For this analysis, the x-axis intercept point could
be interpreted as a value of 1.0 or 1.1. A value of 1.0 was used in the
permit, resulting in a transmissivity of 0.12 square foot per day. Using a
value of 1.1 would result in a transmissivity of 0.13 square foot per day.
The Draft EIS at Table 4.5-4, characterizes the transmissivity to have a
variable range between 0.12 to 0.79 square foot per day. Interpretation
of an x-axis intercept of 1.1 would still result in a transmissivity within
the range provided at Table 4.5-4, and not affect the impact analysis or
the conclusion presented in the Draft EIS.
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Comment Letter 219. ..., House, D.

Response 219.001

Please see Master Response #8, Public Review Period and Master
Response #9, Public Meeting Format.

Office of Surfac
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COMMENT 220
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement
Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS}

Draft EIS Public Meeting Comment Form

Comments must be postmarked by May 27, 2014, for consideration m the Final EIS. Comments may be
submitted at the open house public meetings (being held April 30 through May 9, 2014), via email to
FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@usmre.gov or by postal mail, hand delivery or courier to the address below.

MEETING LOCATION: \A) l\ﬂpr?u)_agyj;* a7 DATE; 5/ 2(zo) ¢

#*%*Please Prin(*+*

T was pet Able 5 ael e Ay for-
which e (2al (s SBX o, #7705 o
wsed 42 defremin ¢ hso rqcl The  favas ia FT5A (s
AcAdin, and £ x4 4Bk piice o obidl coal 1S
75s\K ot Lo e Af?rnga"mh coal ramk

There nceds > he g L0 Juy extension do-
Me 1 comnent mpce {

. NAME: \)JV\/-{(/‘]-}' YﬂZZ/f!ﬂ
. ORGANIZATION (if applicable):

. EMATIL ADDRESS/PHONE NUMBER:

. MAILING ADDRESS:

B R

Do you wish to withhold your name or address from public review or from disclosure under the
Freedom of Infurmation Act (FOLA)? y{]\No [ 1YES

Plcasc give this completed farm to one of the project team representatives
or mail by May 27, 2014, to:
Mr. Marcelo Calle
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation & Enforcement, Western Region Office
1999 Broadway, Suite 3320
Denver, CO 80202-3050

Comments may be emailed to FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov.

Response 220.001

coal mined by permit area at the Navajo Mine is $34.22 per ton.
Response 220.002

Please see Master Response #8, Public Review Period.

220001

220002

Comment Letter 220.......iiiiiiiiiece e Yazzie, V.

Page 4.12-5 of the Draft EIS states that the assumed price per ton of

4-290

Appendix F

May 2015



Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project
Final Environmental Impact Statement

COMMENT 221
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement
Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Comment LEetter 221........ i Walker, A.

Response 221.001

Draft EIS Public Meeting Comment Form Please see Master Response #10, Translation of the EIS.

C must be postinarked by May 27, 2014, for vonsideration io the Final EIS. Comments may be
submitted at the open house public meetings (being held April 30 through May 9, 2014), via email to
FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov or by postal mail, hand delivery or cousier to the address belaw.

MEETING LocaTioN: (U )indaw) [Pock DATE: 5| /73]_@ng4

#**Please Print***

%\QE S £ T

221.001

. ORGANIZATION (if applicable):
. EMAIL ADDRESS/PHONE NUMBER:
. MAILING ADDRESS:
7/\

Do you wish to withhold your name or address from public review or from disclosure under the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)? [ ]NO [ ]1YES

Please give this completed form to one of the project team representatives
ar mail by May 27, 2014, to:

Mr. Marcelo Calle
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation & Enforcement, Western Region Office
1999 Broadway, Suite 3320
Denver, CO 80202-3050

Comments may be emailed to FCPPNavajoEnergyEIS@osmre.gov.
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Response 222.001

The analysis in the EIS addressed health effects from the stack and
found them to be minor.
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B 4 DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Mail - Complaint on Fouw Corners Pover Plarti swsio Mine IS Process . ,
Comment Letter 223.........cccooviiiiiiiiiinii e Dine CARE
cm‘ﬂa

Complaint on Four Corners Power Plant/Navajo Mine EIS Process

pine cARE [ NG Fri, May 30, 2014 at 1248 PM
Too Marcelo Calle <mcalle@osmre.gov:
Cc: Rick Williamson <dwilliamsoni@osmre.gov-, Robert Howarth , Office of Manajo
M ation President , Jared Blumereld =, Deldi Reyes
, Sharon
Hello,

See attached Complaint letter and attached EIS reports by Diné community members
Thank you,

Calleen Cooley
Ding CARE
2 attachments

) DC_Complaint Letter on EIS Process 5.30.14.pdf
189K

f Repotts by Community Members on EIS Process. pdf
= 1B0K

it dmal poool e com el L= 28ik= 2563400

< ch=irbodth=146% f 5 k= 14 Bde THE 3R CHCy Wl
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Dingé Citizens Against Ruining oy Envit onm ent
Diné C AEE.

May 30, 2014

Via Blectronic Maoil and U5 Fostal idail

M. Marcelo Calle

EIS Project Coordinator

.5 Department of the Interior

Office of Surface Mining Eeclamation and Enforcement
Western Region Cifice

1994 Broadway, Suite 33220

Denwer, 0O B0202-3050

RE: Complaint on Four Corners Power Flant/avajo Mine EIS Process
Dear Mr. Calle,

On behalf of the Diné people, Diné Citizens Against Ruining Our Environment (Diné CARE)
iz filing a complaint on the process of the Four Corers Power PlantITavajo Mine Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) public meetings that occurred between Apnil 30-May 9, 2014, We are
filing this complaint because 1t 15 an environmental jstice 1zsue and a serious concern to the
Diné pecple.

The EIS public meetings that were hosted by the Office of Surface Mining Reclamation &
Enforcement (O3M) was conducted in a poster style format, which was unfamiliar to the Diné
public who are used to an open-mic forum seen at Chapter meetings, Council meetings, and
other meetingsforums across the Navajo Mation. This EIS process was intimidating and
inadequate as there were 20+ OSM staff and third-party consultants, mostly English-speaking
individuals standing next to 204 poster boards. This format was confusing for the Diné people to
fully comprehend, especially for the non-English speaking community members. Some
experienced harassment, racial profiling, and intimidation by the OSM staff and consultants
duting these meetings

Attached are several reports by Diné community members portraying their experiences at the
EIS public meetings. In addition, Diné C.ARE. 15 awaiting a response from vour office on
whether 03I can host two additional hearings on the Navajo Maton before the Tune o7
comment period deadline for the Draft EIS.

We hope the Diné people’s concerns are taken with careful and serious consideration. Thank you
and feel free to contact me with any questions or concems at_ ot at‘

‘223.001

223.002

Response 223.001

Please see Master Response #9, Public Meeting Format.

Response 223.002

Please see Master Response #9, Public Meeting Format.
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Sincerely,

el L

Colleen Cooley
Four Comers Energy Outreach Organizer
Dine CARE

Via Blectronic Muail

co: OSM Project Manager Rick Williamson
Secretary of the Interior Sally Jewell
IMavajo IMation President Ben Zhelly
EPA Region 9 &dministrator Jaren Blumenfeld
EPA Region % EJ Coordinator Deldi Reyes
Bureau of Indian Affairs Sharon Pinto

Vi TLA Mail, Certified Mail Receipt Requesied
co: MM Senater Tom Udall
MM Senator Martin Heinrich

MM Congressman Ben Ray Lujan

Attachment: Reports by Community Members on EIS Process
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Reports by Victoria Gutierrez — Diné Community Memher

EIS Meeting at Shuprock High School
May 6, 2014 -5:00-8: 00pm

Tarrived to Shiprock H 3. Cne main thing I noticed was that itis out of the way on the outskirts | 223.003
of Shiprock. Another thing T noticed was there was no sign anywhere, outside or around the '
building or by the highway, alerting the public there was a community event going on inside | 223.004

Walking up to the building, there was finally a one page hand written note on the front door.
Stating there was an EIS going on inside. But again, if you were driwing by, you wouldn't have a
clue. As T walked inside, I was immediately approached by the front door to sign in. I picked up
some pamphlets they had as ahand out. The things I noticed as I walked in was a large room,
with poster board's, placed around the room, I was later told it was an open house format. Also
there were headphone's on atable with consultants right next to them, this was for oral
comments, [ was later told that as well. And along table for witten comments.

Imade my way to the information area, where the boards were setup. T was quickly approached
by Enshna Basketa He s a Mining Engineer he stated. We were talking abeut the coal depth in
which they find good grade coal, when another OS50 presenter approached me, from behind
asking if T was a reporter. I stated ol She then asks me why T am writing the information down,
Isaid, “Because with thiz arrangement of information, going from one presenter to the next I will
forget”

S Erishna and I continued talling about coal, when I was approached again, by ancther
presenter and asked, why T was taking photos. T got really concemed as to why Tkept getting
harassed. Because 1t felt as [ was getting harassed. I stated again for personal reasons. Andl
continued to say, why I kept getting pulled aside, the presenter shrugged their shoulders in a way
to say it didn't mean anything and said, “We just would like to know what your taking
information for.” AndI said, “Is this not, a community event?” I continued to state that I am a
community member, living few miles in between each power plant, and the Navajo hine, so I
have every right to be atthis meeting. Andit's a public event, Thave a night to take notes and to
take photos etc. The consultant just walked way.

By this point I was on the defense. I felt very uncomfortable to say the least So as Tasked alot
of questions, talked to various consultants including Mychal Tellowman, Terry, Lyle, Rick,
Kimberly, Matt,and Marcello. T found that none of my questions were getting straight answers. T
kept getting passed off to the next person, one after another. Even when I was engaging
conversation with 3-4 consultants at a time. It was very frustrating. I told Marcello that I felt
harassed at this EIS, because I was asking questions and the fact that I wasn't getting tmy
questions answered. I told him the setup they have is not working for the community. I teld him I
feltlike lining all the consultants up, and asking each one of them the questions, that way I don’t
get passed off to the next They can reasonably tell me the answer. T also stated, “That is the
whole point of this EI3, to get answers. To learn what we the public don't know. To make cur
concerns met.”

Response 223.003

Please see Master Response #9, Public Meeting Format.

Response 223.004
Please see Master Response #9, Public Meeting Format.
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But I stated it felt like my words were being stifled. Almost unwanted. That my questions were

irrelevant and not important to these consultants. Therefore T said how is this ancopen receptive
community event? [ also asked why there was no public speaking avalable? Marcello sad, “The | 223.005
last comment period they held, the comments went too long, and alot of people don't like to

publicly speal™

Ttold Marcello that was wrong. That we, Diné people in general engage socially in this manner,
in order to open up and give others a sense of openness, when they hear others speak, to come
out about their issues. I continued to say, the format he has 15 very controlled and uninviting to
people and one way to curb the vocal comments is give time restraints. L also said, this has to be
avalable in order to give areceptive and open fair process and I told him this 15 a huge event,
this EIS - that it directly affects me and a lot of people and communities. T also asked him why
they had not booked the Shiprock Chapter for the event He stated that this was done along time
ago, and they wanted to stay within Shiprock. Itold him that Shiprock Chapter 15 right over the
bridge, a few miles from the high school. Anditis in the heart of Shiprock. He then stated it was
because Shiprock Chapter didn't have enough room.

223.006

Ttold him that Shiprock Chapter has plenty of room, itis about the size of where we were at
Talking about the size of the reom they needed to hold their presentati on boards I confinued to
say how there were no signs up, about the EIS, and how anyone is supposed to know what's
going on at the high school and that it's far on the cutskirts of town. And T asked Marcello to
look around the room and I asked him, do you see tnost of your consultants sitting around talking
to one another. I stated that, had it been at the Shiprock Chapter even without signs up, pecple
would have came in, because they see cars, and they would want to know what's going on.

Aind that those consultants would have people to engage and talk to. T also continued to state that

the information to the public was flawed. That they taled out the EIS books te chapters, but

those books sat on the respective Chapters desk. And no information was given to the public, T

told him at a recent Tiis Sik Sikaad Chapter meeting, that we asked about the EIS, but no one,

not even the Chapter officials knew. Mot one community member knew what an EIS was. I also

stated, why there were not more area events and why this EIZ and information wasn't put into 223.007
Mavajo, considenng the Navaje people are the most affected

Told him if T could get seme information on coal ash and other issues, he stated I can show you
in the book. Tsaid, “perfect!” Marcello then continued to search and search, but could not find
the information and he even got help from two other consultants, Twenty minutes later and three
assistants helping, he found the information. He actually ripped it out of the EIS book. Ttold him,
“Marcello you see, not even you are Familiar with this 1,500 page EIS book. How do you ezpect
others to understand it if they aren’t as knowledgeable as you are?” He shrugged his shoulders
and said, “That was a geod point”™

The other thing 15 T kept getting mized answers. Orno answers! This whole process was very
disappointing

Response 223.005

Please see Master Response #9, Public Meeting Format.

Response 223.006

Please see Master Response #9, Public Meeting Format.

Response 223.007

Please see Master Response #9, Public Meeting Format and Master
Response #10, Translation of the EIS.
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WindowEock EIS Navaje Nation Museum
May 8, 2014 - 5:00-8:00ptn

TWell this EIS Community event was no better than the last one (at Shiprock High School)
Actually, it felt evenn more closed up and uninviting than the last one. When I got there, [ signed
in at the door. Then went over to talk to some of the consultants. They were Marcello, Toe, Kate,
Dan and afew others. AndTasked alot of questions about their presentations. I was met with
abrasiveness and at some point hostility by consultants

ITwould be talking to ene, then seon after I'd have 3-4 consultants around me. Alse T had
consultants not engaging in interactive communication, about the 1ssues at hand, just standing
behind me observing, and listening. When T asked why they were following me, blantantly
staring with no communication, they stated, “ We are here to make sure this EIS process goes as
coordinated.” I stated to various different people doing this, that it was making me
uncomfortable, andif they are going to stand staring directly behind me, to please engage in
conversation

Iwas then met with argumentative consultants, that stated they can stand wherever they like, and
this was not a questions involvement and that they are here to simply show the information at
hand. If T wanted any other questions answered, that's not on the informati on boards, to make a
comment and they will mail me the answer. I was dumbfounded by what was just stated. T said'
that was crazy! This whole process, and the very reason you (consultants) are all here, 15 to
publicly engage and talk to the public. So we the community people can ask questions and learn
on subjects we do not know about, to state and make our cotnments, and to raige our concerns.

They then stared deadly at me, but I then asked questions about the Air Quality and Climate
Change photo, we were standing in front of. I asked where the figures came from, as listed on the
photo presentati on board They then stated those figures are accurate facts, done by the
population, that the community agrees on. I stated community agrees on? Then stated that T am
from this community and I never agreed on anything. He goes on to say, the population realizes
the benefits of the reduction.

T again asked, where the numbers and the study that was done showing the population statistics
you just stated

He started to say I can find the statistics in the EIS T explained how is this even possible to find
these numbers on a study that has never been done in my area. That he's basing these so-called
facts off the EIS, when it's not even completed yet. Then he says the power plant operators gave
them these estimates. 3o I asked, “Are these guess estimates then, that OSMis using as facts. He
then says, “ You can find it under Title 5 of the Clean Air Act, on 1.3, EPA webaite”

Andthat these were facts, and these numbers are based on a study that was done Ithen asked
him to show me the facts, where I can find the study with these exact numbers. He then stated
why would you question these facts. T then told him Tlive in the affected area and these are
reasons [ am asking and concerned where and how vou got these numbers. He then proceeded to
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Response 223.008

Please see Master Response #6, Recirculation of the EIS.
tell me I was wrong, and let me word this better, I meant the population in your area, benefited
from these reductions. Ithen asked again, where are the scientific facts on the presentation board
Let'slook it up! Then he sard, I am pretty sure you can find it under Title 5 of U3 EPA I sad
okay so it's not there then and he says, we didn't do the analysis, we're not sure

Then I stated, why would you be giving unproven statistics and claiming to the public that these
are facts. That's false information to the public. They stated it's not false, and we are not giving
presentations, we are telling vou about what's on cur photos, and about our project that is all.

They continued to tell me, if you need to make a comment go over there. Isaid, if it's based on
facts, then show me the proof. They again tried to push me off to the comment desk and told me,
“Here's a suggestion, go fill out the little blue form, and make your comments! And you won't
find these numbers as proven fact until the final EIS is done ” And they do not carry around
information like that. I satd, “Well why not? This 12 the EIS comment period. That information
should be made ready and available for concerned members of the public.” They then stated,
write a comment and we will mail it to you

Isaid nol Show me these numbers and the study the EPA did, as yvou said They then said okay,
lock we did this study. not the EPA. Tsaid, you told me earlier, you had ne part in this study.

They then said that OSM had done this entire EIS study and said you can find it on OSM
website. I said okay, well OZM is here. They said Marcell o would know, so I called Marcello
over, and asked him where I can find this information, in the study they did, in the Title 5 Actin
the EPA. He looked at the photo presentation board, and he said, " Y ou won't find these facts
anywhere, they are just predictions.”™

They continued to tell me the meeting 15 over. Iteld them that Marcello said, these meetings will
run over if there are still community members here submitting comments. This is what we
community members dealt with

This was my ordeal, and it was a very draining and bias community event. Twouldn't even call it

a community event. The people’s voices were silenced. Andthe ones that asked questions were
reprimanded with the main around, and not getting our questions answered. [respectfully request a 293008
second go around, with these community meetings and to include oral comments. T felt T was :
harassed during these meetings. I wonder how many others were silenced and harassed by these
consultants. And they made me very aware, they don't want questions.
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Report by Vincenzo Y azzie — Diné community memher
Windaw Rock Hearing, May 5, 2014, I arrived at 5:30 pm
*  MNavajo Mine and Four Corners supporters cutside with signs

*  Some people listening to the Four Comers Power Plant and Navajo Mine
presentation. The ones sitting down

*  (Osm employees including contractors. One contractor giving an explanation to a
member of the public. OZM and Contractors really have nothing to do, but talk ameng
themselves

*  Alsoin hallway are court reporters to take verbal testimony. [was offered to provide
testimeony that Mychal Tellowman released confidential information to the public, but
declined it as public meetings were about to end

*  Ilknew there were already 2 errorsin the EA, so Ifound one EA value corresponding to
one in the EIZ mainly the hydrologic transmissivity of the Picture Chff Sandstone. The | 223.00%
line slope is off. OS5 said they would fiz it. BHP has prepared this particular line slope
etrors, but OSM never bothered to check there work,

*  Basically, O3M publishes whatever BHP wants and CSM does not check, OZW just
repeating whatever BHP says

*  Tam guessing about 20 people were present at the Window Eock hearing.

Report by Sarah Jane White - Tiis Tsoh Sikaad Community Member
Tam along-time comiunity member of Tis Tach Stkaad (Burnham, M) and I attended the EIS
meeting in Tus Taoh Stkaad, Shiprock, Nenahnezad, and Window Eock. Below are my

observations and experience at these meetings

*  Tattended the EIS scoping hearings before the EIZ was done and I suggested that O ‘ 222.010
include health studies, but they didnot even consider including health study in the EIS

*  An OSM consultant told me the meeting is not for a question and answer period.

* Relocation of residents has already happened in Area Il and IV and now it will happen in
Area IV South and Area W

223011

Response 223.009

Thank you for your comment and the information provided. The permit
application provides a characterization of the groundwater environment,
and specifically groundwater quantity at Chapter 6, Section 6.2 (now
Section 18.2.5.1 in the e-permit). To characterize the transmissivity of
the Picture Cliffs Sandstone, an aquifer recovery test was performed,
and graphical analysis was completed using the McWhorter method
(1980). Graphical analysis is at Chapter 6, Section 6.2, Figure 6-3 (now
Section 18.2.5.1, Figure 18-4 in the e-permit). Application of graphical
analysis requires some interpretation to identify where the slope line
intercepts the x-axis. For this analysis, the x-axis intercept point could
be interpreted as a value of 1.0 or 1.1. A value of 1.0 was used in the
permit, resulting in a transmissivity of 0.12 square foot per day. Using a
value of 1.1 would result in a transmissivity of 0.13 square foot per day.
The Draft EIS at Table 4.5-4, characterizes the transmissivity to have a
variable range between 0.12 to 0.79 square foot per day. Interpretation
of an x-axis intercept of 1.1 would still result in a transmissivity within
the range provided at Table 4.5-4, and not affect the impact analysis or
the conclusion presented in the Draft EIS.

Response 223.010

Section 4.17 of the Draft EIS addresses health and safety; specifically,
pages 4.17-22 through 4.17-24 summarize the results of the human
health risk assessment conducted for the project. In addition, public
health is addressed in the air quality analysis (Section 4.1), as well as
project-specific analyses of health effects of diesel particulate matter
and fugitive dust. The EIS also summarizes local health studies
conducted by New Mexico Environment Department.

Response 223.011

Relocation of three residences within the Pinabete SMCRA Permit area
is discussed in Section 4.9, Land Use and Transportation, of the Draft
EIS.
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*  Tasked about coal ash impoundments and an OSM staff said the ash 15 not toxic and the
ash ponds are lined. He didn’t know if the ash was Type L or Type 11 He said the ash
ponds are lined and it will take 200 years to get into the San Juan River

*  Atthe Burnham EIS meeting, nobody was there. Just a few MNavajos and I counted about
20 OFWE staff and consultants who were mainly non-Native and one Navajo lady.

*  An elderly woman attended the Bumnham EIS meeting and she was scared so she just
stayed i the corner because she feltintimidated by all the OS5I staff and consultants

*  Tasked about the burial sites and sacred sites in the mining area and an OSM consultant
said the study was done by experts (archaeologists) and the studies are confidential and
the families were all notified and gave consent for these studies to be done. But T know
some of these families and none of said they gave consent. There was a meeting last
summmer (2013) in Burnham regarding burial/sacred sites and Ron Maldenade (from
Navajo Mation Cultural Preservation Office) scolded community members saying that if
the community members don’t give consent, that the study will stll be done. Myself and
ather community members recquested another meeting with OSM and the MNavajo Mation
Cultural Preservation Office, but OZM denied afollow-up meeting to settle the
community’s concerns

Report by Sammy Ahkeah — Shiprock Community Memher

Tam acommunty member of Shiprock, NI and I attended the EIZ meeting in Shiprock on May
6, 2014 T started locking at the poster boards presented by OSM staff and I noticed there was no
poster boards or informati on on the agricultural impacts, so Tasked them about it and an OSM
staff told me that a guy who lives in San Francisco knows all about the agricultural impacts. T
also noticed that some of the OSM staff and consultants started foll owing me around at the
meeting. I didn’t know that community members were not allowed to ask questions until some of
the staff started foll owing me around I would like someone to test the agricultural products
when the plants start turning yellow

Report by Lori Goodman — Diné Community Memher

Tam acommunity member from Dilken, AZ and a board member for Diné C A RE.E. T attended
the Shiprock EIS meeting and bel ow 15 my report of my ezperience at this meeting. I showed at
this meeting 30 minutes befere the scheduled ime it would start so I could setup my materials

*  The reason the OSM consultants were upset at tne when I walked inte Shiprock H3, was
due to what we have been posting on Facebook Thad 8 angry people on my case and
tried to get rid of me. It was noticeable and had the fecling they had a meeting on how to
get nid of us. They wanted to put us in the back, far away from them The problem was
we would be blocked off from the public. T objected and teld them I am a tribal member
atd have aright to have our table that showcase the community's concerns and Iwasn't
moving

22302

223.013

\ 223014

Response 223.012

EPA published its Final Rule for Hazardous and Solid Waste
Management System; Disposal of Coal Combustion Residuals from
Electrical Utilities on December 19, 2014. Under the Final Rule, EPA
has determined that CCR will be regulated under Subtitle D (non-
hazardous) as a solid waste. The regulation is self-implementing and
applies to the disposal of CCR generated from coal-fired generating
stations, including tribal lands. The rule includes provisions for dust
control and groundwater monitoring. The regulation does not extend to
placement of CCR in mines. The Final EIS has been updated
accordingly to reflect the Final Rule and its applicability to CCR
disposal at the FCPP. A comprehensive discussion of the rule, its
provisions, and enforceability is provided in Section 4.15, Hazardous
Materials and Wastes. In addition, specific provisions of the rule that
apply to other resource areas (i.e., water and air) are included in
Sections 4.1, 4.5, 4.11, 4.17, and 4.18.

Response 223.013

This is a correct statement. A discussion of potential impacts to cultural
resources is provided in Section 4.4 of the Draft EIS.

Response 223.014

Given the space available in the meeting rooms, OSMRE worked with
cooperating agencies and evaluated comments received during the
scoping period to prepare the public meeting materials, which
addressed the major issues of public controversy and interest related to
the project. A poster was not prepared for every resource area,;
however, OSMRE staff was available to answer questions on every
resource area analysis.
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*  Obviously something had happen so they weren't nice anymore. "You can't be too close
to our setup becanse it will confuse the public.”

*  "Where is your table?" They asked me. There were a dozen tables in the room aready so
Iteld them I was taking one of them . At the Bumham EIS meeting, they were so nice to
us and asking what other things they could bring inside for us

*  Each of the 8 either asked me to move our chart or table to the back. They were coming
stralght at me with hostile attitude. I told them we've been setting up at other meetings
witheut inci dent.

* Lyle Ben (BIA representative) came up to me and he said Imanipulated the video T
posted of him on Facebook and made him look bad. He sai d I was unethical by not asking
to film him beforehand. Ttold I did ask him and he stated in the film, "Are you ready?"
He said I askedif I could woice record him. He was very upset. Ttold him Thad asked
cthers and they didn't want to be filmed and he was fine with it I obwiously had a camera
that he saw [ was using. Teld him I did edit out what didn't make sense to me

*  The next person who came was the assistant Pnnciple of Shiprock High School. She told
me that this place was reserved for O3 this evening. She said the process is to fill out
the facility management plan for all anybody using their facilities for safety reasons. She
asked for my name and that she would check to see if there 12 a file frem me andif there
iz none I could not have our materials setup. She took off and came back 20 minutes
later, telling me I wasn'tlisted and therefore T can't put my stuff out and ITneed to move
out, Andthat I can stay to view OSM's exhibits. I said I wasn't moving

*  About 5 other community members showed up and a sudden change in OSSN staff and
consultants had happened

* A fellow Diné comtnunity member went to setup at the Farmingten EIS meeting the day
hefore and a man came by and gave her the riot act saying, "Dine CARE cannot set up
here. You have misrepresented us on Facebook " The Diné lady said he went on and en
while she just listened. Then she told him, "You are racist! To think that just because I
am brown I am Dine' CARE!" This man probably was Lewis on the OSM team

* About 20 to 25 people shewed at the Shiprock EIS meeting
Report by Sylvia Clahchischilli — T eec os Pos Community Memher

T am a community member from Teec Nos Pos, AZ and a board member for Diné CARE
T attended the Cortez EIS meeting. Below are my observations from the meeting:

*  There was no audible comments accommodation instead one is invited to speak with a
recorder who was set up in the comer. When I asked Lewis (OS5I consultant), who was
responsible for logistics he started to give me a whole commentary about people’s fear of
“public speaking” and therefore eliminating openfaudible comments in front of an
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audience.

1 was speaking with the Environ consultant about the inadequate/confusing translation of
the Navajo video when Lewis who is constantly prowling around commented it was
someone possibly from “your group” who insisted OSM translate the text “verbatim”. 1
told both gentlemen the text is a linear presentation and therefore not fully
comprehensible when translated verbatim

1 sensed OSM/FCPP employees were aware and perhaps curious but cautious to make
contact with us. One possible FCPP employee came to take a photo of our photo of
Shiprock saturated in the pollution. Obviously ignorant but sadly as well he could not
recognize the rock as he commented, “That doesn’t look like Shiprock.”

We also met a Navajo couple who signed the petition. The woman told us about her
experience with the Pittsburg/Mckinley Mine in Blackhat (between Gallup and Window
Rock) and the project’s disregard for residents. She was moved by the photo of John
Lowe’s house near the mine. When the Environ guy came to our table again she asked
him if OSM’s assessment included participation from residents living near the
mine/FCPP.

Report by Colleen Cooley — Diné C.A.R.E. staff and Diné community member

1am originally from Shonto, AZ and T work with Diné C_A.R.E. as a community organizer. |
attended the EIS meetings in Cortez, Durango, and Shiprock. I noticed a change in behavior as
the meetings progressed from one place to the next. Below are my observations of the meetings

May 1,

2014: Cortez EIS meeting - I arrived around 4:45pm. The meefing was from 5-8pm.

At the Cortez EIS meeting, there were about 15 community members who attended
Sylvia and | were given approval by Lewis (OSM logistics consultant) to setup a small
table and display some photos and information on Diné C. AR E."s work with
community members

This consultant, Lewis tried to intimidate both Sylvia and I a few times throughout the
meeting in Cortez, checking our table and approaching us if we started to ask any of the
consultants any questions

I asked a common question that other community members have asked both the Bureau
of [ndian Affairs (BIA) and BHP Billiton — Who manages and maintains the existing
Burnham road? I asked this question to BIA rep., Lyle Ben and he said, the company
(referring to BHP) is responsible, So I told him that a BHP representative told me that
BIA is responsible for managing it and he then said, that’s a good question to ask the
Chapter. I asked him what Chapter? And he said, the Burnham Chapter. So 1 did not get
a clear answer on this question — he just pointed fingers at BHP and Burnham Chapter
for being responsible

I asked the water quality representative — how many more gallons of water will be used
from the San Juan River in order for the power plant and mine to continue running for an
additional 25 years? The water quality rep. did not have an answer and just told me that

223.015

223.016

Response 223.015

As the ROW holder, BHP (now NTEC/MMCo) is responsible for
maintaining Burnham Road and would continue to be responsible if BIA
grants the request to realign Burnham Road to accommodate mining
activities in the Pinabete SMCRA Permit Area. A portion of the existing
Burnham Road in Areas IV North and South would be removed and a
new segment would be engineered, constructed, and maintained in
accordance with federal standards (see Section 3.2.1.1, Figure 3-1).

Response 223.016

Water supply for the mine and power plant is described in Section 4.5
of the Draft EIS. As described on page 4.5-32, BBNMC holds New
Mexico Office of the State Engineer Permit Number 2838 and
associated groundwater Permit Number SJ-2917, which provides
NTEC a total diversionary right of 51,600 acre-feet annually, with a
consumptive right of 39,000 acre-feet annually, for waters drawn from
the San Juan River.
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Reports by Diné Community Members at EIS Public Meetings - 2014

would be a good comment to submit.

I asked Marcelo about the number of tons of coal ash that was stored at Navajo Mine
between 1971-2008 and he did not know the answer. He started looking in the EIS
booklet and could not find it and just told me to refer to a toxic management study or
something and to look for it on my own.

This meeting had a low turnout and there were no signs outside of Cortez High School
displaying there was an EIS open house happening there, except on a small sheet of
paper on 2 doors at the entrance of the high school

There was no Navajo interpreter and no representation from EPA present at this meeting | 223 018

May 3, 2014: Durango LIS meeting — 9am-12pm

.

.

.

This meeting had the highest turnout from community members. I would say about 30-35
people showed up including some students, residents of Bayfield, Cortez, Ignacio, and
Durango

At this meeting, Lori and | setup a table in the corner of the room and we had about 15
people come by our table for information on what we were doing and what information
we were giving out

At this meeting, Mychal Yellowman’s mother came by our table and tried to intimidate
us with asking us questions and making comments such as, “What are you doing here?
That was already covered in the EIS. How are you going to save the medicinal plants
when others have already been destroyed? My family is from this area, so I know this
area, where did you take that picture and that picture? What about the mine and power
plant workers? What are you going to do if they lose their jobs?” — 1 think Mychal’s
mother was trying to intimidate and harass us with these questions and comments and [
am filing this as a complaint because she herself did not contribute any studies to the
draft EIS document.

At this meeting, we documented pictures and videos of some of the OSM staff and
consultants stating the following: “That was covered in the EA (referring to the
Environmental Assessment of the BHP Navajo Mine permit transter)”... “I was only
asked to cove this section of the study”™... “Ask that person over there, I am only
knowledgeable on water quality.” And therefore, I started to notice that even the OSM
staff and consultants have not read the entire 1,500 page EIS document and they expected
the general public to read through it themselves when it’s filled with technical jargon?
This whole EIS process is overwhelming and confusing to the general public

May 6, 2014: Shiprock E1S meeting — 5-5pm

.

.

Before I arrived at this meeting, Lori had texted me saying the OSM stafT were trying to
kick her out and they even told the assistant principle to have her removed from the
meeting

When I showed up at Shiprock High School, none of the OSM staff and consultants
greeted me or said anything to me — probably because they knew I was with Diné
C.ARE. and they recognized me from previous meetings

As the meeting went on, we finally figured out why the OSM staff were treating us with
hostility and intimidation. It was because of some videos and information that we had

223.017

Response 223.017

Per the CHIA for the Navajo Mine, a combined total of approximately 4
million tons per year CCR was placed in mined out pits at the San Juan
and Navajo Mines between 1971 and 2008.

Response 223.018

Navajo interpreters were present at all public meetings held on tribal
trust lands. OSMRE requested the attendance of the cooperating
agencies at all public meetings; however decisions to attend were at
the discretion of each individual agency. Representatives from BIA,
USACE, and the Navajo Nation were present at most meetings.
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Reports by Diné Community Members at EIS Public Meetings - 2014

posted of them on Facebook — it was not anything negative about them, it was showing
videos of them and stating their responses to some of our questions at previous meetings.
1 presume OSM staff and consultants were upset and hostile toward us because we were
providing information of them, the setup of the meetings, etc. to the public eye on
Facebook and they did not like it

T also presume they did not like that some of Diné C.A.R.E. members and community
people knew a lot of information about coal ash, air quality, water quality, sacred sites,
etc. and that we were asking a lot of questions they could not answer

I would estimate about 20-25 community members showed up at this meeting

Report by Adella Begaye — Diné community member

May 8, 2014: Window Rock IS meeting — 5-8pm

I was followed by the “main guy™ to every poster and when I asked for a written analysis
of why they stated there were minimal impacts to water, to culture, etc., [ was referred to
the 1,500 page draft EIS. I did not get an analysis of their findings. Several times, I was
deferred to another person, because they could not answer my questions or the person |
was asking questions to was sent off to another place, disregrading my questions. These
consultants were not interested in our concerns, I feel, this is only a process of 'rubber
stamping' the EIS to a FONZI and continue their destructions at the expense of the
Navajo people.

10
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OMMENT #224
Office nf Surface M ining Reclamanon and Enforcement

Comment Letter 224

Enwmnmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Draft EIS Pullic Meeting Comment Form

Comments must be posimarked by May 37, 2004, for conaideration in the Final KIS, Comments may be
submitted l the opea house public meatings {being held April 30 throigh May 9, 2014), via email to
FCPFNavajoFnergyWIS@osmre.guy or by pastad mail, hand delivery ar courier to the address below,

Response 224.001

spring of 2015.

MEETING LOCAT [ON
e #Pleage Printh#

.M“ wil. ﬂ/m@ *‘4 o
e A Ceni B R

HﬁM‘,?i:kkiiE <£e_ ( V“_ L"ﬁ&;’.m%;.zu AP L G N
_,_dﬁi“;ﬁ-ri_ dﬂdgmﬁ&w{iﬂ% r “)M & oo Elaa

/J')/( WIQW\Lﬂk‘.Al
7

LoNAMLL: A ees
. ORGANIZATTON {if applicable):
. EMAIL ADDRESS PHONE NUMBER:
- WMATLING ADDRESS:

Do you wish ta withhold your name o address. Fow pulic review or from disclosure under the
Freedom of Information Act [FOIA)? NG | 1¥ES

224.001

Please glve this comp:eted fonn 10 ane of the project team representatives
or mail by Mag-27. 2014 (o
Mr. ¥ a‘fé‘eﬁl'é}lle 7
Office of Sarface Mining Reclamation & Enforcement, Western Region Office
1999 Broadway, Suite 3320
DNenver, CO $0202-3050

Comments may be encalled to FOPPNavajoEnergv RIS @osmre. gov.

Murray, M.

Thank you for your comment. OSMRE is considering all of the
alternatives that were analyzed in the Draft EIS and will inform the
public of its decision via the Record of Decision, anticipated in the
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Comment Letter 225

COMMENTS ON
FOUR CORNERS POWER PLANT AND NAVAJO MINE
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT, MARCH 2014
OFFICE OF SURFACE MINING RECLAMATION AND ENFORCENHN

Snbm'rred By

Roseniari 'Knol-é'itﬁd]-] :
KNORIRESEARCH ASSOCIATES
[
|

At
Pablic Hearing, Nava o Naien Miseun, Resources Roomn
Window Rock, 47
May 8, 2014

Ta
Mureelo Calle, Projeet Coordinator
Olfize ol Surlace Mining Reclamation and Goforeement
Westen Region Offica
1994 Broadseny, Suite 3320
Drenver, CO 80202-3050

Comments o Four Co-nars Powear Plant and Navale Mine Drefl Enviror ental Impact Staterient by
Rasemari Knaki, March 8, 26141, Public Hoaring, Windew fozk, AZ

Knoki Research Associates
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COMMENTS ON
FOUR CORNERS POWER PLANT AND NAVAJO MINE
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT, MARCH 2014
OFFICE OF SCURTACE MINING RECLAMATION AND ENFORCEMENT

By
T T T T Rosemari Knoki, BdD ————— ——————— -~~~
PREMISE
"TPECPIE wamt 4 wbice 10, things and to Hve a ife within their worldview, not one prescribed Tor —

therm by the government or society. They want thelr lives to matter. What is quality of ile?
What iy civilizalon?

These cornments are presented from a quantum physics worldvicw. This worldview, ecelogical
in nature, extends the Folden Rule to lhe netural environmem in which (e human race has its
very existence. We share the lifeblood — land. water, and air — with the stars, planets, and the
lark and larkspur societies. This requires respectlul consultation with nature ineluding naural
and cnergy resouwrces, The huarnan race (earth surface peeple) is composed of waler, calemumn,
wen, traces of copper und iodine, zte, in balaiced amomats, We essentially jomrney back to
miure [romn whence we came, and in that joumey we are constantly part of nalure andl never

sogregaled although we try to allocate ouwselves away.  The advance thinker constantly finds (he
:oad back to natare,

I comtrast, the Weslermn worldview writes against nalure, coniro’s it, legislates against i, wnd
pesscs conslitwtional amendments against it.  The Western woildview opercles against the
backdrop and subtleties of nrerageney and intertribal warlwe,  Such wotldvisw thinkers
starcgically cstablished by the divide wnd conouer tactics of highly compoiive cither/or
(discord) thinking resource appropriators, all vie for the sape deficit dollar,  Seme social
scientisls have defined fhis as “politics.” That s, the ullucation of resewurces = politics. One
medical doclor, M. Scotr Peck, has defined this as “evil.” Thet 15, polities = resonree allocation
=evil. See Peck, M. Scatr, 4 World Woiting o he Borr, Banton Books, NY, 1983, According
to . Peck thiy resource allocaticn process has existed from generation to poacraticn, knows 1o
ume bul iy 8 constant vrubated negative foree. Within “his distribution {resource altocation)
snvironment, federal ernployees and ils contravtors Uve acd breallie, wnd have thelr very being.
Allocation of reseurces causes che tecror of uncoatrelled suburban sprawl, Rosource allocation
also causes wnprotecierd developent of preciows nutural and encrgy resourees it a toxic mode
alfecting the Jand oa or in which life cziats.  'The Wostern worldview advocates o
lazyfeompassionless zpproach of “Develop-ail-Deplete” Lo allocate natural and coergy
resources whether we tized Lhem, ur not, withaut concern for natural vepeowth which recnires
clfont) wed compagsion, In the Western worldview. respeczful consul ation withnalure is
non-existent,

Comments on Four Cornars Power Plant and Mavejo Mine Dratl Enwironmental Impact Statzmenl by
Rasemari Knaki, Varch 8, 2014, Public Hearing, Window Rock, A7

f
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The chullerge of the eivil servant is working to-attain ba’anes, thythm, harmony, and peace in
the field delivery sirategy, The service delivery siralepy must extend not enly to human
populations but slse 10 critical vital furess of anture wad the universe. The chief wle of the
public servant x to protect nalure's original uids, water, bezzuse ulidmaiely wales guides all oor
eomimunication (earry oaygen o our hrain amd heart) inoan egnless peaceful way. Federal
- — - —ggencies have the poteria o s the bemchmark *f they modeibe peace paradigra of 2 quanium
reality, They can put in place a service delivery stretepy thar honors inlegrity, compassion, and
understanding with 1l those served, including Naluwe, Quantam physics suggests the possibility

seif-oipanizing, sell-directing, self-proverning. The quantum physics insight is that all erzation
consists of powerlul lifeevcles, irterrelationships with the vniverse, This worldview frens ng
from the illusion of conteol sviile nature porss oue merives and (ries to help s make .owr
modes consistent with our beliels.  Our task is only w0 jourdey with the heart and the
vrivetsenatire will do the rest. See Zohar, D, and Marshall, 1, The Guaninm Sucicn: Mind,
Physics, and a New Sectal Vision, William aed Morow Compeany, NY, 1994,

ALTERNATIVES A-1»

Implementation of Allernatives A D mieans itroversible damages to the eoviroament which can
only be contralled by inadequate mining and power gensration teckhmiques, reclamation. and
legislation. These four Alternatives (A-TY) are pro-produclion aad anti-preservation. Farmful
chemicals are used Lo cantral SO2. Hoafurcement of federal luws s circumvenred such ashy
grunling of exiensions o pernitrenewnls, and plant shur downs by easy divesiuee ol shwwes iu
mdusiry ownership of power plants withour consequeances while industry may be lhe largest user
of electric urilitizs, There four Alteriatives {A-ID) are grounded in
modernism end ohsessed with change in the direct'on of “progress

1 Weastertn worldview of

species, societies and
ceonomies are developing. In the name of sconcmic developmant oy progress, raodern society
(uneontrolled utban sprawl) destroys the Blosphers while creating  techne gphere, The latter
1ubs resonress o the Biosphore and consigns 1o i wsiv wastes. See Goldsmith, Bdward, The
Way, an Frological Werfd-View, Skambpbala Publishers, Inc, Boston, MA, 1993

Woar indus .y stimulaes coal mining and the U8, apparentiy has been the leading world prixducer

of ll ranks of coal zlave the late 1980s, creating a macket for delense conlractors aud war
industries. It 3s tima to stop this pollution in the name of “naienal secudie "

RECOMMENDATION OF THE NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE

The Nao Action Altergarive with herein recommended modifications i the most viable NEPA
alternative for the Four Corners Poswer Plaie and Navado Mine Energy Project. Yve owst not
distarh geological vegetation, coal, in the Southwesl: by not distorbing cond we crenle o trms-
repdunal sublerrunean “greenbell.” The living wirld (Biosphue) is the basic scarce of all

Commernts an Four Comers Power Plant and Navajo Mine Draft Frvironrmeatal Impact Statement by
Rosemar Knoki, March 8, 2014, Public Fearng, Window Reck, a2

e
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benefits and all wealth, but will enly dispense these henefits to us if we reserve its critical order;
see Goldsmith, 1993,

We must learn to Lve within our limitations. Do net iry 1o replace coal with other zesources such
as uraniom. MNuclear power generation is ten times more cotly than coal-fired plants; Sce
Shulman, Seth, When o Nuclear Reactor Dies, 358 Million is a Cheap Fureral, Sryithsonian
H7)56-69, 1989, The short lerm challerge is handling toxic waste :rem operation of the Four
Curners Porieer Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project; the long term response is preventing the
profileration of wxic wesle fom coul-Jred placis Wb Tirst place. Fuie 1ife form generations
fged to be proteeted A ¥oRTained. .

NEPA ol 1969 fails to ncorporate “quantum physics worldview” and Cius dogs nol allew

consultatinn with-geologienl vegetation, earth, air, water, plenets and the universe with which we— -

have vizal interrelztionsaips. This relationship is familial and pevsonal. These viral life forms i
the umiversc speak loud and clear to us daily but we fail to listens the worlc iy creative and
intefligent, According o Goldsmith (1993) the overriding goul of the behzvior pamomn of an
cevlogival suciuty must be w preserve the critical ceder of the natural world (cosmes), The
Biosphere las roud needs: binlogieal, social. ecological, spirimal, and cognitive, Inthe words of
Einstein, “Our lask must be w widen our circle of compassion to embrace all Nivirg creatures and
the whole of nature irrits beautly” See Senge, Potor M., The Fifth Discipline, The Art and
Fractice of the Learning Organization, Donbleday, NY, NY, 1990,

U'he poinl of civil service is the power for the opportunity to be of servics, The opporiunily (o
approve the No Action Altemarive i8 an opportanisy 1o honor and predect lile, Comgrassion ay o
Yovel of awarcncss toward wll Hfe provents dominasion and exploitation. ‘This type of awarcncss
is iuly powerful because it dimrnishes the self and produces ealin coremunion with the
Bivsphere und is in essence the power Lo make decisicns with total awareness

Response 225.001

Per 25 CFR 169, a certified appraisal is required to ensure that tribal
landowners receive fair-market value for a realty transaction (e.g., ROW,
lease). However, this requirement can be waived by the Secretary of
Interior at the request of a Tribe. The Navajo Nation has submitted such a
request but has not received a response from the Department of Interior
yet. In the event that the Department of Interior denies the Navajo Nation’s
request for a waiver, a certified appraisal will be required to fulfill this
regulatory requirement. The Secretary of Interior will make a decision on
the waiver prior to the issuance of the Record of Decision.

Response 225.002

Control of suburban or urban sprawl in Arizona, New Mexico, Texas,
and California is outside the scope of this project. OSMRE is
considering all of the alternatives that were analyzed in the Draft EIS
and will inform the public of its decision via the Record of Decision,
anticipated in the spring of 2015.

Response 225.003

SPECIFIC COMMENTS . .
T The Federal Implementation Plan for the FCPP approved by the EPA in
EECILVE SUTIINATY . . .
Pagei 225.001 2012 is an agency action exempt from NEPA. Regarding the transfer of
s Ts there an updated cerlified appraisal for the four primary and relsted actiony? the SMCRA permit from BNCC to NTEC p|ease see Master Response
o Primay Action No. ! should not be epproved by the Secretary af the Infezior because . . !
there is no dard preseared of cited in the Drad ELS of metheds and timeirames Too 225.002 #7= Mme Permlt TranSfer-
comrolling fsuljuraan speawl In Arizona, New Mexico, Toxas and Calilomia. ‘ 295 003
e Why were two federal actions ladken prios to the approvak of the EIS? .
o Were amendments to NTC Lease 14-20-603-2505, incrousiug 1he loased aces from 225 004 Respo nse 225004
24,000 to 33,600, based on certificd upprasal updates? = . . . .
Per 25 CFR 169, a certified appraisal is required to ensure that tribal
landowners receive fair-market value for a realty transaction (e.g.,
Cammenls on'Four Corners Pawe - Plant and Navajo Mine Draft Environmental [Mpact Stalement by ROW’ lease) However’ th|S reqUIrement Can be Wa|\/ed by the
Rosermiari Kiteki, Ma s 3, 2013, Pablc Hearing, Window Rock, 42 Secretary of Interior at the request of a Tribe. The Navajo Nation has
5 submitted such a request but has not received a response from the
Department of Interior yet. In the event that the Department of Interior
denies the Navajo Nation’s request for a waiver, a certified appraisal
will be required to fulfill this regulatory requirement. The Secretary of
Interior will make a decision on the waiver prior to the issuance of the
Record of Decision.
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+  Approvul of Proposed Action No. § should be contingent upon the proposed EIS
providing data en the historic and ulure affects of sueh Insfrelated facilities on humeans
restding within ane square mile of 2ach line/related facilities.

s Approval of Proposed Acton Ne. 4 mmst provide addittonal langmiage that states the
number of sowal Indian homes in Arizona and New Mexico projected o be provided 225.006
clectricity, ard tow e i will b accomplished. STENTUTE AOWSEE must benefit
from the FCET and treated on equal foming with suburbia.

»  Tahle BES-2 should siate that BIA approval of access road realignments and ROW

225.005

‘ 225.007
- renewgls is coptingent npora_curtent certifled appraisal. .
Pagevi -
»  Table ES-2 should state that BLM 1must ot approve the Pinubets Mine Plan, however, if
it choosesto'do so must-adhereto the contingencies-idendified in this-herein conment 295 (08

doentaeny, It should also state that BLM approval of ROW “enewals must be contingent
upen current cortificd appraisals, and federally spproved sconomic cozal recovery plan.

v Tuble ES-2 should stare thar USACE spproval of the CW A permit nrast be contimgenm
upon a current cewtified appraisal and provide historie and Tuture effects of such permit to
affected warer resources and quantities affecred. The CW A permit must irclude 225.009
provisions of how the approved sermit will be enlorced. Does USACE specify quantities
of water used for coal-cleaning technigues?

» Table [S-2 shovld state thet NPDES permiit application must inclads the following:
ceriified approved appraisal; melhods and tmeframes for contrelling (subjurban spraw! 222.010
in AZ, NM, TX and CA; and state that permit is subject to reviews al [ve-year lurvics.

Page vil

s The No Action Alerseiive 18 (he best alternative, TF Undis | 3 con be shut down, Units 4-
5 can also be pevmanenfly shut down. The proposed F3I8 must develop the No Actior
Alternative as detailed as the Proposed Action, For the No Action Altemative, a detailed
Decommission and Reclamation Plan for the power plont, clectrical iransmisaicn lings
and related Tacilities, must be reguied and soplemented bevacen Lhe vears 2015-2041,

225011

4+ Thero is no evidence or oritical studics cited for decisions reached jix Table BS-3. Other

thun SCR davices, it appaars that ne Cleun Coal Technologies (€025} are cired
concetning advanced eoal ntil'zation processes which may be commparciafly viable in the
1% cembimy that are oleaner, mote efficiant, snd loss costly than convertional coal-using
processes depicled i the Dratt ETS, A wide variety of ©CTs exist, all of them altering
the basic structure of coal before, during, or afler combustion in such 4 wey as o reduce 223012
viudssion el frapuritcs suchas sullir wnd nidivogen oxtde, sud increwse the elliciency of
production. Tabls Z8-3 lacks rescarch based decisions on any CCT demonstration
pregrams fjolat efforts of the federal poverament and private incasery [unded by
Congress) to foster development of the most promising COTs sueh as improved sethors
of cleaning cua!, fnidized hed combustion {g.».} integrated gasilication comhined eyele,
Frarace sorbetl injectior, acvacced Fue gas desnlfurization, ste.

Commen:s on Four Carners Power Plant anc Navajo Mine Draft Envirenmental 'mpact Statement by

ltosemari Knaki, March &, 2014, Pubic | learing, Windove Roclk, A7

Response 225.005

Approval or disapproval of the Lease Amendment is based on the
evaluation of impacts described within the Draft EIS. The region of
influence evaluated for potential impacts associated with operation of
the FCPP varies by resource area. For example, the region of influence
for cultural resources is the FCPP lease area boundary, whereas the
region of influence for air quality is a 50 km radius from the FCPP.

Response 225.006

In accordance with federal trust policy, the Secretary of the Interior, as the
trustee, has a responsibility to ensure that the ventures involving tribal trust
assets do not create a liability for the federal government and result in a
benefit to the Tribe. However, the Tribe maintains discretion on how to
utilize trust resources as a course of tribal self-determination.

Response 225.007

Per 25 CFR 169, a certified appraisal is required to ensure that tribal
landowners receive fair-market value for a realty transaction (e.g., ROW,
lease). However, this requirement can be waived by the Secretary of
Interior at the request of a Tribe. The Navajo Nation has submitted such a
request but has not received a response from the Department of Interior
yet. In the event that the Department of Interior denies the Navajo Nation’s
request for a waiver, a certified appraisal will be required to fulfill this
regulatory requirement. The Secretary of Interior will make a decision on
the waiver prior to the issuance of the Record of Decision.

Response 225.008

BLM has no authority over the Pinabete Mine Plan. OSMRE has the
decision to approve or disapprove the SMCRA permit for the Pinabete
Permit Area and the permit renewal for the Navajo Mine Permit Area.
Please see Master Response #11, Placement of Conditions on Permit
and Lease Approval. BLM is not required to produce a certified
appraisal to issue a decision. Additionally, BLM will consult with
OSMRE to identify and evaluate potential impacts to cultural resources
under NHPA Section 106.
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Per 25 CFR 169, a certified appraisal is required to ensure that tribal
landowners receive fair-market value for a realty transaction (e.g., ROW,
lease). However, this requirement can be waived by the Secretary of
Interior at the request of a Tribe. The Navajo Nation has submitted such a
request but has not received a response from the Department of Interior
yet. In the event that the Department of Interior denies the Navajo Nation’s
request for a waiver, a certified appraisal will be required to fulfill this
regulatory requirement. The Secretary of Interior will make a decision on
the waiver prior to the issuance of the Record of Decision.

Response 225.009

The USACE Clean Water Act permit will address the discharge of fill
into jurisdictional waters of the U.S., as described in Section 4.5. The
404 permit will include mitigation measures for the permitted impacts,
as well as a permit duration. Water supply for the mine and power plant
is described in Section 4.5 of the Draft EIS. As described on

page 4.5-32, BBNMC holds New Mexico Office of the State Engineer
Permit Number 2838 and associated groundwater Permit Number
SJ-2917, which provides NTEC a total diversionary right of

51,600 acre-feet annually, with a consumptive right of 39,000 acre-feet
annually, for waters drawn from the San Juan River.

Response 225.010

Requirements of the NPDES permit application are provided in the
Clean Water Act language and application forms developed by the
EPA. Potential impacts with regard to population growth and public
services are addressed in Section 4.10 of the EIS.

Per 25 CFR 169, a certified appraisal is required to ensure that tribal
landowners receive fair-market value for a realty transaction (e.g., ROW,
lease). However, this requirement can be waived by the Secretary of
Interior at the request of a Tribe. The Navajo Nation has submitted such a
request but has not received a response from the Department of Interior
yet. In the event that the Department of Interior denies the Navajo Nation’s
request for a waiver, a certified appraisal will be required to fulfill this
regulatory requirement. The Secretary of Interior will make a decision on
the waiver prior to the issuance of the Record of Decision.

Urban sprawl is outside of the scope of the EIS.
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Response 225.011

OSMRE is considering all of the alternatives that were analyzed in the
Draft EIS and will inform the public of its decision via the Record of
Decision, anticipated in the spring of 2015. As described in Section
3.2.5.2, the Plant would discontinue operation and the site would be
decommissioned in accordance with the requirements of the 1960 and
1966 leases and existing Section 323 ROW grants for the plant site.
With regard to the transmission lines, as described in Section 3.2.5.3,
the lines would either be decommissioned and dismantled or left in
place to transmit power from another power source in the region. As
with the FCPP, decommissioning and dismantling activities would need
to be coordinated with the Navajo Nation, Hopi Tribe, and the BLM so
that the area meets the specific needs of the planned reuse.
Compliance with all environmental laws and regulations would occur
throughout the demolition process. The timeline for this process is not
mandated in regulatory statutes and is unknown at this time.

Response 225.012

The evaluation of impacts followed methods generally accepted by the
scientific community as per CEQ guidelines. Specific methods used are
described within each resource area discussion in Chapter 4 of the
Draft EIS.

With regard to clean coal technologies, Section 3.3.2, discusses an
alternatives for a solar thermal/coal hybrid option. In addition, as
described in Section 2.2.3, Units 4 and 5 are equipped currently with a
flue gas desulfurization system.
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COMMENT #2235
Revised May 20, 2014 Response 225013
Pageii Per 25 CFR 169, a certified appraisal is required to ensure that tribal

. Waw‘; centified apamaissl done for the proposed new 5,600-acre permit area kmowr & the 295 013 landowners receive fair-market value for a rea]ty transaction (e_g_, ROW,
Pinabete Permil Arca? f . f

s Cite OSMRE's legal authority for the proposed “adriinistrative” approval to extand Iease) HOWeVer, thls reqUIrement can be Walved by the Secretary of
Federul Permit NMOOSE, Ar approved E1S should e required Zor fhis federal astiot 225014 Interior at the request of a Tribe. The Navajo Nation has submitted such a
pricr to eondueting any mining aperations. request but has not received a response from the Department of Interior

*  Whas the 560 loase and 1966 amendment (herewo based on an appreved certilied t Inth t that the D rt t of Interior deni the N io Nation’
appraisal? Lease Amendmient No. 3 skould be subjeel 10 Tive-year 1adder teviews during 295 015 yet. Inthe even i a e epa men O n e_rlor enle'S e aV'aJO X aton's
the proposed 23-year leased period and updated cerlified ayppraisal {every five vears) of request for a waiver, a certified appralsal will be reqUIred to fulfill this
I FCFP Iu%-dme.s et and angillary facilifies (e, vansmission lines, water pipelines, reguiatory requirement_ The Secretary of Interior will make a decision on
aoceay roads) on Navajo trust lands. . . . ..

e Conceming proposed Ameadment No, 3 to the 1960 lease, it 18 the Sceretary of the the waiver pnor to the Issuance Of the Record Of Decision.

Interior’s trust responzibility to require that Navajo Nation tribal regulation apply Lo lhe 225016
FCP? and nrnnillary facilities [ease/ROW arans located on Navajo tnlst Lands, afhelf the Res ponse 225.014
Navujo Nation may have approved the Amendment without such requirement,
Fuge i ) » i o An EIS is not required for administrative approval to extend the permit.

*  Is there a fodurably-approved Decosmmission and Reclumeation Plan lor undis 1, 2, and 3 . B . .
apparciily shut down on December 30, 2013, wud what role will Southem California 225017 In th|S case, the extension is Only SUff|C|ent to Complete the ElS and the
E‘disot_l have i.aexeouij.ng @j.f Bu.uﬁh ?lan? . . Record of Determination.

+  What is Souhem Culifornia Edisen’s role in combating greenbouse gases coused by
preveisible armospheris ard ceclopical damages [rom past operations of units 1, 2, and 3; :

i.e., that identitied in Table £S- 1 “Historic Bascline Finissions” coluan for units 1-37 225.018 Res ponse 225.015
From 1957 to 1970 (when the Clean Alr Ace was coacred), Units 1-3 preeabonse gases
) were uncontrolled resulting in 13 years of acid rain and other ceologicnl dumnages, Per 25 CFR 1697 a certified appraisai is required to ensure that tribal
; *  What sanclions/penadtics are in place for the lack of SCR cquipment o wnits < and 3 . . .
hetwoen 1957 to July 31, 20182 The EIS ot slate how federal spencles will monitor 225.01% |andOWI’]eI’S receive falr-market Value for a realty transaction (ega ROW:
andl enforce the July 31, 2018 deadline, aad how it will disallow [urther APSfoperators |ease). However’ thlS requirement can be Waived by the Secretary Of
from requesting further extensions beyond the deadline, . . . . .

o CLable BS-1 mnust specily “Historde™ and “Future” 10 acrual years. Also segregate historic Interior at the requeSt of a Tribe. The NavaJO Nation has submitted such a
Trusuline ermitssions bused m hisroric ownership share of the units @ two separate 225020 request but has not received a response from the Department of Interior
columns, e, Unis 1-3 and Uniis 4-5. . . . . B

e Swnmarize hew the endssion rales in Tuble ES-1 vompure Lo comparable TLS, faciities. ‘ 225021 yet In the event that the Department of Interior denies the Navajo Nation’s

Page is: request for a waiver, a certified appraisal will be required to fulfill this

s Does the “environmenln buseline' in Tahle ES-1 factor in the 2ffects of approving the | 235022 I . h f . " k d ..

preposed Pinghete Permit? : regulatory requirement. The Secretary of Interior will make a decision on
Pagev the waiver prior to the issuance of the Record of Decision.

+ Proposed Action No. 2 should ne: be approved.

. l’kmposexl Ao Ng.?_.ln.uhl clurify ﬂihi, ilp]_)IO\:’ﬂl-lb ondy for existing elemn(f transmssion Please see Master Response #12’ Placement of Conditions on Permit
lines and relared facilities, and a provision claritying thar approwal does not infor 225023
comsltuctive of now incsfirelaied facilitios, and Lease ApprOVaI.

Camments on Four Corners Power Pluntand Navsjo Mine Draft invironmental impact Statement by
Rozemart Knakl, Varch 8, 2614, Public Fearing, Window Rock, AZ
Response 225.016
1
Please see Master Response #11, Covenant 17.
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Response 225.017

There is no federally approved Decommission and Reclamation Plan
for Units 1, 2, and 3. They are currently left in place. Upon
decommissioning, as described in Section 3.2.5.2, the Plant would
discontinue operation and the site would be decommissioned in
accordance with the requirements of the 1960 and 1966 leases and
existing Section 323 ROW grants for the plant site. Southern California
Edison no longer owns any portion of the FCPP and will have no role in
executing any decommissioning plan. It is business confidential
information whether Southern California Edison retained any financial
liability associated with decommissioning.

Response 225.018

As described in Section 2.4.2.1, Southern California Edison currently
owns 48 percent of the capacity of Units 4 and 5. It never owned
capacity from Units 1 through 3. In September 2006, California enacted
Senate Bill (SB) 1368, which requires power plants to reduce emissions
of greenhouse gases. SB 1368 prohibits long-term investments in
baseload generation by California investor-owned utilities that fail to
meet a carbon dioxide (COz) Energy Performance Standard jointly
established by the California Energy Commission and the California
Public Utilities Commission. This Energy Performance Standard is
1,100 pounds of CO2 per MW-hour (California Public Utilities
Commission Decision No. 07-01-039). The law prohibits Southern
California Edison from making new long-term ownership investments in
any baseload plant that does not meet this Energy Performance
Standard, including FCPP. Southern California Edison, therefore, plans
to terminate its participation in FCPP, and has reached an agreement
with APS to sell its ownership shares of Units 4 and 5. The California
Public Utilities Commission approved this agreement in 2011 (Decision
No 07-09-040), and the Arizona Corporation Commission authorized
APS to purchase Southern California Edison’s interests in Units 4 and
5. Because Southern California Edison never owned portions of Units
1-3, they do not have any financial liability associated with them.
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Response 225.019

There is no sanction or penalty in place for the lack of SCR equipment
prior to its required installation date of 2018. The FCPP has operated in
accordance with Federal Regulations, and the requirement for SCR is
new with the FIP for BART issued by EPA in 2012. The duty to monitor
and enforce the installation of SCR by July 31, 2018 is the
responsibility of EPA. Likewise, EPA has the ability to accommodate
requested extensions from FCPP. These actions are under the purview
of the Federal Implementation Plan for the FCPP, which is considered
part of the baseline setting for this NEPA analysis.

Response 225.020

Definition of baseline and future periods was defined in the Table notes
in the Draft EIS. Ownership of units is defined on page ii of the
Executive Summary. No change made.

Response 225.021

Table 4.18-2 and 4.18-3 of the Draft EIS provide this information.

Response 225.022
No, Table ES-1 summarizes emissions from FCPP.

Response 225.023

The sentence has been revised to state: "Continue operation and
maintenance of existing electric transmission lines and related
facilities..."
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COMMENT #225 Response 225.024
Revisad May 20, 2014
The mining has regulatory oversight by OSMRE under SMCRA, and by
Pagelx _ . _ . . the BLM. SMCRA requires reclamation plans, and actively monitors the
*  There is po justilication for thé proposad futme praduction of 3.8 million (metric?] tons . . .
of bituminaus andfor subbituminous ecal annually, absent adequaie industrial recovery 225024 t|me|y |mp|ementat|0n of those plans
plans and absent vigornus interagency oversight plans for the indusirial recovery plans.
»  Combine Table T8-4 and Table £8-3 fo- comparison of actes disturbed and tone of coal | 205 (25 Res ponse 225.025
T mined per {ive Foar ineTvals, -
Page x: Thank you for your comment. Such a change would not affect any
+  Number of miles of access read owsids of tae mine lease? Public access road 1elecation’ : e H : .
bl o ol e st st Pl s analyses or provide additional information; therefore, the suggested
Page xii . | edit has not been made.
»  Define “temporary’ in terms of yeas concerning the tummber of “temporary drainage and ‘ 225 026
sedimen? control stractures.” . Response 225.026
s From where will ammonia be mransporled, md what projectad transportation routes :
gmpﬁed; will be uszd? What are the comequences zfusiug liquid ¥. solic srmonia? 220271 The following text has been added to the sentence and the same
peeify the projeeted quantilies of ammonda required per vear, . L.
+  How much acre-feel Ql‘wuler per veur will be used by FCPP for Units 4 and 57 | 225.028 sentence located on page 3-11 of the Draft EIS: Additionally, the
Page xix . number of temporary drainage and sediment control structures (present
= Reclomarion and environmental moniroring activities would conlinue unril 2041, pot for 2 ‘ 295 950 f h . f . | . . icul | . lock
“minmum of 10 yoars after revepetation” Revegetation Is not the only issue. or the duration of active reclamation in a particular reclamation bloc )
+  Decommissioniag should nog be lincited to the 1960 and 1566 lease provisions. The KIS can be reduced by regrading larger portions of the post-mining
curl and should specity that 2014 decommissioning industry benchmarks will be 223.020
cinployed ard updaled in five year ntervals until 2041, w
+  Chart out the agencies and authorities for the following statement: Al waste generated
during this phass would be inaraged and disposed of in ascowdawe wil applicablc 223031 Res pO nse 225.027
fedoral environmental regulations . .
= Steactural loundarions would be removed 10 487 below zrade not 24 below grade. ‘ 225 032 Section 4.17 of the Draft EIS addresses the transport and risk
- :TD\;;:?:‘_;HD fn;_];:\;i.llg (ransmission lines in place or cease are presumptuous. Such lines 1 295033 ScenaI’IOS aSSOClated W|th VaI’IOUS forms of ammon'a, as We” as the
* dlisznanied, . . .
- & While the timelne for the demalition process may nol he mandated in fogilarory statidas prOJeCted quantltles reCIUII’Ed per year.
and unknown” gy 2 Tesult, it is inewmbent upon cooperating federal agencies to specily a 295 034
demioliljon provess dmeline of 2015-204 | in the EIS, ReSpO nse 225.028
*  Itis presunpiious 1o sla thal “weasing o ulilizo de inlrastrocture |rusimdssion and .
aneillary Lucilitics] would undermine regionel powe: rehubility, It is incwmbens upon As stated on page 3-15, the shutdown of Units 1, 2, and 3 reduced
Regional powet companies to develon allemative infrastructure when the FCPP 225035 . _
inftasirucnre is retmed permanently, thus can also serve SO0 0004 former customes of annual water Consumpt|0n by 5’000 to 7’000 acre feet per year
the FCPP, Average annual water consumption between 2000 and 2011 was
Page szl H H
® It appears Lhai Table B3-11, i wotal or in par, ts not applicable Lo the Mo Acfion 905 036 22’856 acre-feet per year_ for the entire plant (page 2-23) ThlS tOtaI
Alternative. would be reduced accordingly.
Camments on Four Corners Power Plantand Mavajo Mine Draft Environmental Irmpard Statemeat by
Rasemari Knoki, WVarch 8, 2014, Public Hearing, Window Rock, A7 Respo nse 225029
g As stated on page xix, under the No Action alternative, reclamation and
environmental monitoring activities would continue for a minimum of
10 years after revegetation until OSMRE’s approval affirming that all
reclamation requirements have been met and OSMRE jurisdiction is
terminated (2034 at the earliest).
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Response 225.030

Please see Master Response #12, Placement of Conditions on Permit
and Lease.

Response 225.031

Applicable federal regulations are described in Section 4.15,
Hazardous Materials and Wastes.

Response 225.032

The Draft EIS consistently states that “[u]pon removal of structures and
facilities, the structural foundations would be removed to 24 inches
below grade, the site would be profiled to allow for proper drainage,
and native vegetation would be planted.”

This depth was proposed by APS as the adequate depth to allow for
sufficient reclamation/restoration.

Response 225.033

The decision to leave transmission lines in place under the No Action
Alternative is at the discretion of APS and PNM.

Response 225.034

The Draft EIS describes the actions that would be required under
demolition, based on current agreements and regulatory requirements.
The timing is under the control of the FCPP partners.

Response 225.035

The statement is based on the operations of the western utilities
transmission line infrastructure, and current demand profiles for the
FCPP partner companies service territory.

Response 225.036

The title of Table ES-11 has been amended to state "All Action
Alternatives”
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COMMENT #225
Revised May 20, 2014

Fage 1-2

*  Ruther than using coal solsly frora the Navajo Mine. can coal be imported? I the 17, 8. is
& world leader in producing and exporting coul, caw it alse import coal w the FCPPY
& Why is TPT's sharc of 7 percent listed when it is 1o he prrchased by APS?
Page 1-3
o Can HPA tzke the Jead to immpeave its laws comparable to CA Senate Bill 1364 or better
for the 50 staies?
+  Why would NTEC wanl i purchase the 7 poreent BEFE shere?

( 225.037

| 225.033

‘ 225039

| 225.040

+ ROW renewals for four tmnsmission lines traverse Iedian wrost lands nuast be based upon
curtert ceriified appraisals.
Page 1-4 .

o Arethere a Plar and s centified uppruisal Tor the Navajo Mine lease granted in July 19577

+ The FI3 must add a discussion on fhe impacts (o NAPT a5 wresull of ils proximity tu the
TCPP and Navajo Mine Dnergy Projact.

Page 19

s (Customers ol the FCT'P must b displayed by may in the BIS. In which communities are
the srimary beneficiaries of the FCPP located? Why are those not dispiayed in graphics?

+  Ttis a cliché o state. “Provide for tribal seli-dstermination and promaote irfsal sconmmic
development, ., without stating how such will be accornplished, For exaniple, how will
the FCPP provide & conipetitive alernative to Navajo Tribal Uiility Authority? How
many Bndian residences will be provided power by the TCEP? Tlow many Navao awned
businesses snd fmdusiries on Indian trus; lands (resorvation and allotmenes) will be
providoed power by tha FOPTP?

s Table 1-1 is identical 10 Table ES-2, so Tahle 1-1 can o climinated and references made
1o 'Vahte ES-2.

Pagz 1-11

= What Lype of inlrasiructone will be dovelopec?

Wil o federally-apyroved reclamatios/iecovery planned be reqnired!

o s the revised Mice Flaa Lo be approved by BLM i the TIS?

»  Ttaspears inconsistert Tor TSACE to stawe that no jurisdiclional walers would be
impucted yer requirs Navaje Mine's permit {or un Individuad Permit for impacts to
Jjurisdictional waters. Are there jurisdictiona, wilers?

Page 1-13
+  Whal altemative energy resources wore recemmendzd?
v Wha legal definition of “sacred Native American siles” is uaed?
Pape2-3
«  Tigure 2-1 s meaningless as carrently preseated. It should be overlaid o Fpnre 1-2.

Comrments an Four Cerners Powar Pant and Navajo Mina Draft Envronfnental Intpact Staterment by
Rosemari Knaki, Marstk 8, 2014, Public Hearing, ‘Windeow Rock, AZ,

7

‘ 225,041

| 25042

r 225 043

r 225.044
225.045

225.046

| 225.047
| 225,043

225.049

225.050

| 225051
| 205052

| 225.053

Response 225.037
Section 3.3.5 discusses the alternative for off-site coal supply.
Response 225.038

The purchase of EPE's share of FCPP had not occurred prior to the
publication of the Draft EIS and is not expected prior to the publication
of the Record of Decision.

Response 225.039

Federal laws are written and approved by the federal legislature and
the President of the U.S. Federal agencies are charged with the
implementation of such laws. Development of new laws is outside the
scope of this NEPA process.

Response 225.040

To fulfill the project purpose and need of gaining greater control over
the resources on the tribal lands.

Response 225.041

Per 25 CFR 169, a certified appraisal is required to ensure that tribal
landowners receive fair-market value for a realty transaction (e.g., ROW,
lease). However, this requirement can be waived by the Secretary of
Interior at the request of a Tribe. The Navajo Nation has submitted such a
request but has not received a response from the Department of Interior
yet. In the event that the Department of Interior denies the Navajo Nation’s
request for a waiver, a certified appraisal will be required to fulfill this
regulatory requirement. The Secretary of Interior will make a decision on
the waiver prior to the issuance of the Record of Decision.

Response 225.042

This information is likely to be a part of the lease package, but was not
needed for the NEPA analyses.

Response 225.043
Impacts to NAPI lands are addressed in Section 4.9 of the Draft EIS.
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Response 225.044

As described in Section 1.1.2, The FCPP has historically provided
power to more than 500,000 customers in Arizona, New Mexico,
California, and Texas. As further described in Section 2.4.2.1,
California enacted Senate Bill 1368, which requires power plants to
reduce emissions of greenhouse gases. Senate Bill 1368 prohibits
long-term investments in baseload generation by California investor-
owned utilities that fail to meet a CO2 Energy Performance Standard.
Thus, FCPP power will no longer be distributed to California. A map is
not necessary to depict the very wide distribution of FCPP power; no
change made to Draft EIS.

Response 225.045

By receiving royalties, taxes, and revenues from the lease of tribal trust
lands and the sale of trust assets (i.e. coal), the Navajo Nation is
exercising its sovereign rights to promote economic development and
self-determination. The FCPP and Navajo Mine directly benefit the
Navajo Nation by providing approximately 800 jobs for Navajo
members and taxes/revenues to the Tribe. Economic benefits,
including jobs and direct payments to the Tribe, support the operation
of Navajo Nation governmental operations, including NTUA.

The FCPP lease, including Amendment #3, does not include any
stipulations requiring the sale or transmission of energy to NTUA or
Navajo residences. The Navajo Nation could elect to expand energy
transmission with the revenues it receives from the Project, but it is
outside the scope of the EIS to dictate how the Tribe is governed.

Response 225.046

The Executive Summary is a brief summary of the important
components of the Draft EIS, and is meant to be able to read and
understood as a stand-alone document. As such, all information in the
ES is copied verbatim from sections in the Draft EIS.
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Response 225.047

A complete description of infrastructure to be developed as part of the
proposed Pinabete Permit Area is provided in Section 3.2.1.1 of the
Draft EIS.

Response 225.048

A federally approved reclamation and recovery plan is a required
component of the SMCRA permit. As stated in Section 1.4.1, OSMRE's
action is to approve or disapprove of the Pinabete Permit Application,
which includes reclamation actions for the subject areas.

Response 225.049

The Mine Plan is part of the SMCRA permit application and is available
as part of the Administrative Record of the project. This is also under
review by BLM for their action.

Response 225.050

The USACE has verified that no jurisdictional waters would be impacted
by the proposed action at FCPP; therefore, APS does not need a Clean
Water Act 404 permit. The USACE has verified that jurisdictional water
would be impacted by the proposed action at Navajo Mine; therefore,
NTEC is required to obtain an Individual 404 permit.

Response 225.051

Please see Master Response #2, Alternatives.

Response 225.052

Section 1.5.2 provides a summary of the scoping comments received
from agencies and the public, as such, "sacred Native American sites" is
the terminology used by the commenters and repeated in the Draft EIS.

Response 225.053

Figure 2-1 displays all significant features of the Navajo Mine lease
area and operations. No change has been made.
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COMMENT #2235
Nevised May 20, 2014

Page Z-5
& I'otal acees for all resource arsas must be displayed w: Table 2-1, Resource Areas TIL TV
N & §, and V mwat be closed and retired permanently,
Puge 2.9
« Dsfne “practicable™ in terms of days, months, or years.

e Defing "negligible™ by quantity.
«  Where is the olf-site laboratory for snalyzing soil samples? Why is It off-sife?

Puge 2-10

& Whal s the toxicily of ammonium nkte and fuel ol and what ars the resuling impacts.
Lo the enviromment?

Page 2-11
*  What percentage of conl ends cp in spoil area?

s How long is ficld ccal stockpiles held befors transposting to the FCPT?

+  There are not fowr but five conl stockpile areas inchading the Butns Pass Temporary Coal
Stoekpile in Arca I [s the temporary stockpile srea considered active? This
“Tempuorary” stoclpile creuled n 2007, seven years ago, “has yet to bensed” so why i it
called “lemporary™? Apparently thare {8 1o justification for Prinay Action | (proposed
upproval ol SMCRA permil for the Piasbete Permit Area) since thers s a stckpile which
“has yet to be wed” and contingency coal reserves in the Area 11 1Tosteen and Yazzie Pits
huve not heen mined? Also only Unirs 4 urnd 3 will be operative. What are envirgimenzal
impacts of stockpiliog?

o Define “opericionally benefictal *

Pupe 2-12
s Are sales and resale associuled with persenal nse of coal stockpiled for emmployees md

local Chaprer rosidenls? List loeal Chuplers,

= Table 2-4 amst depict wial tons and total acres wined,

+  Why s the coal not Seaned?

o Doline, in quanilitics per year, “small” amount of veater used for dust suppression and
heusckeeping purposss.

¢ How is svuporaaon in Pund 1 measared?

+  What zesurances ars provided ihat “no water or eoal” plant wastes is dischargad from the
faciliky orea and wha: federal apeney menitors this penodienlly?

v Are the ponds, sedimentation and Pond L, [ned? 1Enot, why not?

Puge 2-13

= How much water per year is used lor dust suppression?

v low much sucface waler pez vour runs off foou wetive minisg and reclanation ae Lo
tlhe tine pit, sump, ar sediment pond? Whal @i quality contamination occurs from
evaporalion of reansc water?

= Do SMCRA andior CW A require anmaal menitering and measurement of the discharge?

Comments on Four Camers Pownr Blant aad Mavajo Mine Draft Environmenrat inepact Shatement by
Rosermar Kiroki, March 8, 2004, Peb ic Hearing, Window Rock, AZ

&

l 225.054

| 225.055

| 225056
| 225,057

-] 225068

| 225 059
| 225,060

225061

| 225.062

| 225.063

| 225.064
| 225.065

( 225066
| 225.067
{ 225.068

| 225.069
| 225.070

225.071

| 225.072

Response 225.054

A column indicating total acreage of each resource area has been
added to Table 2-1. Thank you for your comment. OSMRE is
considering all of the alternatives that were analyzed in the Draft EIS
and will inform the public of its decision via the Record of Decision,
anticipated in the spring of 2015.

Response 225.055

Practicable in this instance is referring to the size of the mud pit, not a
duration of time.

Response 225.056

Negligible in this instance indicates that the amount of topsoil is so
small that the mine operator uses topsoil substitute for all reclamation
activities.

Response 225.057

Location of sample analysis facilities is at the discretion of the mine
operator as part of a business decision, as long as samples are
analyzed according to EPA approved methods and quality assurance
controls.

Response 225.058

Explosives material is evaluated in Section 4.15 of the Draft EIS. Based
on the GPS Product Safety Summary, ammonium nitrate has not been
classified for acute or chronic toxicity, it is not considered genotoxic,
there is no evidence of long-term carcinogenicity, and no effects have
been found on reproductive parameters. Further, it is not persistent or
bioaccumulative in the environment.

Response 225.059

Spoil consists of overburden and interburden materials as described on
page 2-11. Approximately 8 percent of coals is left as wedges and ribs at
the tops and bottoms of coal seams (see Section 2.1.2.6 of the Draft EIS).
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Response 225.060

The permit application does not specify how long coal is held in the
stockpiles; however, it is a continuous process: coal is added to the
stockpile, segregated, hauled to FCPP, more coal is added. No change
to the document.

Response 225.061

The temporary stockpile location is not currently active. As described
on page 2-11 there are currently four active stockpiles and the
temporary stockpile location is intended to add additional capacity
when the Hosteen and Barber coal stockpiles near capacity. The
purpose and need for the proposed action is described in Section 1.3.
The environmental impacts of the stockpiles are addressed in
Section 4.3, Earth Resources, and 4.5, Water Resources.

Response 225.062

In this context, the use of the temporary stockpile may be beneficial to
the Navajo Mine operations.

Response 225.063

The Navajo Mine provides a stockpile of coal for personal use. The
mine does not sell this coal. Any resale of the coal collected by
employees or local chapter residents is outside the scope of this EIS.
Response 225.064

Table 2-4 does provide total tons and total acres mined per year.

Response 225.065

The coal is separated from the other geological formations sufficient to
meet the acceptance requirements of the FCPP.
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Response 225.066

As described on page 4.5-32, BNCC used approximately 301 acre-feet
of water per year for dust control purposes and 340 acre-feet of water
per year for irrigation of reclaimed areas in 2011 (BNCC 2012d). The
previous year, water use was approximately double with 633 acre-feet
used for dust control and 1,166 acre-feet for irrigation (BNCC 2011b).
The following text has been added to Section 2.1.4: Based on a review
of recent records, approximately 300-600 acre-feet of water was used
per year for dust control purposes.

Response 225.067

It is not directly measured, but can be derived qualitatively.

Response 225.068

Discharge of water and wastes is regulated under Section 402 of the
Clean Water Act and all discharges are permitted through the EPA
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System. As described on page
4.5-1, both the Navajo Mine and FCPP hold NPDES permits for their
respective operations.

Response 225.069

The sediment ponds at Navajo Mine are unlined. The ponds at Navajo
Mine are not percolation ponds. The characteristics of the soils at
Navajo Mine would create low permeability for the ponds. Most of the
runoff captured by the ponds at Navajo Mine is lost to evaporation.

Response 225.070

As described on page 4.5-32, BNCC used approximately 301 acre-feet
of water per year for dust control purposes and 340 acre-feet of water
per year for irrigation of reclaimed areas in 2011 (BNCC 2012d). The
previous year, water use was approximately double with 633 acre-feet
used for dust control and 1,166 acre-feet for irrigation (BNCC 2011b).
The following text has been added to Section 2.1.4: Based on a review
of recent records, approximately 300-600 acre-feet of water was used
per year for dust control purposes.
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Response 225.071

Surface water runoff varies annually based on weather conditions and
precipitation. Section 4.5 describes the capacity of each pond and
ability to retain sediment. Air quality is addressed in Section 4.1 of the
Draft EIS. Metals and other constituents bind to the sediment and soil
that collects in the pond. As described on page 4.3-17 soils within the
Navajo Mine lease area meet soil suitability criteria for selenium, boron,
and pH and potentially acid- or toxic-forming materials are not
widespread. Therefore, evaporation of the water does not result in air
quality contamination.

Response 225.072

CWA NPDES permits require periodic monitoring and measurement of
discharge, as described in Section 4.5 of the Draft EIS.
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Response 225.073
COMMENT #2253
Revised My 20, 2014 The sediment ponds at Navajo Mine are unlined. The ponds at Navajo
o2 e - " | Mine are not percolation ponds. The characteristics of the soils at
*  Does l‘;J'T'ECOL‘mc its diversicns, sediment ponds, deteation pends, and impoandments? 10 \ 225073 Navajo Mine would create low permeability for the ponds. Most of the
1%, why not? . A . .
s Whal is the history (in quanlities per yeur) of any point source discharges from these runoff Captured by the ponds at Na.Va.JO Mine is |OSt to eVaporat|0n.
engineered diversion structures dnd were these subject “o NPDES reguiationg? et R 225 074
Page2-18 I esponse .
s Morpan Lake can be retired and reclaimed in the No Action Alternarive, therefore, no . . . .
longer disturbing the San Juan Kiver, and subjecting the River to recerving POInt source dISCharges are SUbJECt to NPDES regLI|at|0nS' AS
v bl fonlC2E v MageuLike No NnsBahsod Gt the ... | described in Section 4.5, both FCPP and Navajo Mine operate under
an Juan River iy a sacred “Site” bat the E1S does not stete so. The IS does rot provids 225 075 . .
a definition of sacred sites. There ave no assurances on Page 2-23 that water uged fo cool : Clean Water ACt NPDES permlts NPDES permlts do nOt regUIate the
condensersfequipment ls 1ot contuminatad .wllen it is allowed to flow into the unlined | quantlty Of water dlscharged, rather the Concentra“c)n Of po”utants that
Morgan Luke and back into the San Fuan River. Man-made fakes are not naniraf . N .
therefore not condored by the Biosphere. IS a.”OWed Wlthll’] the d|SCharge
Page 2-22
o Isthers an emergency plan for use of lime slurty slovage tanks? Does the ety Response 225.075
plan (natural disaster or other cause) for ke FCTT and the Navajo Mine Energy Project 225076 . . .
contain transsertation routes for any toxic materials ransported to znd (roth the FCPP) As described on page 3-32, under the No Action Alternative Morgan
PagoZ-2s . ‘ Lake would evaporate over time and cease to exist. Discharges from
s Slabe, in quantity or pereentage, the “portion™ of the My ash sold for rzuse. Tise vendors. | 325 077 . i N
D Pags 2-2/ the cooling condensers is regulated under the NPDES permit for the
I . Appareml?; OSN‘IRE iy opposed 10 TPA's éonqidcratiauor'ne}v 1'cglu1£litinns..1ha[ watld FCPP, as described in Section 45 |t iS correct that l\/lorgan Lake iS a
i tully consider the risks, mansgemenl praclices and olber pertinent inlormyiion related w 225078 A
: fiy asn, man-made lake. It is an approved feature of the FCPP per the lease
; P‘lg; ’)_;’Zns the Tunuary 2044 deadline 16 discontinue hydrazine storage on-site implemented? | 225079 agreement W|th the NaVaJO Natlon OSMRE has no data to su pport that
s Breskdown Indian trust linds by aibe (Nuvajo Nation and Hopi Tribe) coneeraing the ‘ 555 080 San Juan RiVer iS a Sacred "Site". No Change to the EIS.
Lotad 4,330 agres.
Page 2-33 _ Response 225.076
s The codified version of the law signed by President Ben Shelly on April 30, 2013 muat ) A .
be cited. This I+ au irresponsible picee ul legislation which was po, subject to Kaveo Emergency action plans for the FCPP and Navajo Mine are addressed
cltizens’ public participation such as by referendum or pudlic heaing, The anfotunate H : H
legislation walks, talks and acts like (he 1921 Navajo legialation that created the Mavajo 335 021 in Section 4.17 of the Dr.aft EIS The Em.ergency a_Ctlon plan for the
Tribal Conneil in ouder to approve o minerul Tease generated by Lhe f2ceral povernment ’ FCPP addl’eSSES pOtentIa| fa”ure Of the ||ned aSh |mpoundment and
Jor the benefit of cerlain companie: anc a U8, war cooromy. Why would the Navajo H
Nation want to scquire faciiities ang mining activivics which have a history of Ilned decant water pond '
perianently depleting coal? Wiy would the Navajo Navdon weul 10 aequire porlions or
cvenlually all of FCPP which has along standing histery of unreguleted mining and Res ponse 225.077
TCPP aperation activities, i.e., Pre- 1977 in the Pre Law jurisdiction weieurcs acea? Beneficial reuse Of CCRS iS Currently Occurring at FCPP, as described
Cornments or Four Cornérs Fower Plant and Navaje Mine Dra‘t Environments| impac: Statement by |n Sectlon 2263 In 1997, a Vendor began purchasmg and
Rosamari Knoki, March 8, 2014, Public Hasring, Windaw Rock, AZ . .
transporting 240,000 tons per year (or approximately 20% of total
m porting 240 per year (or approximately
/ CCRs) for creating concrete. Therefore, this action is already
considered as part of the existing environment and accounted for in the
EIS. Further, this is the only vendor that has expressed interest in
purchasing fly ash and it is presumed that market demand for beneficial
reuse of CCRs from FCPP is being met.
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Response 225.078

EPA published its Final Rule for Hazardous and Solid Waste
Management System; Disposal of Coal Combustion Residuals from
Electrical Utilities on December 19, 2014. The Final EIS has been
updated accordingly to reflect this new rule and its applicability to the
FCPP. A comprehensive discussion of the rule, its provisions, and
enforceability is provided in Section 4.15, Hazardous Materials and
Wastes. In addition, specific provisions of the rule that apply to other
resource areas (i.e., Water and Air) are included in Sections 4.1, 4.5,
4.11,4.17, and 4.18.

Response 225.079

There was no regulatory deadline to discontinue hydrazine storage on-
site. The storage was discontinued as part of a business decision by
the operators of FCPP as a result of the shut-down of Units 1, 2, and 3.
Hydrazine is not needed to operate Units 4 or 5.

Response 225.080

Have added breakdown of Navajo and Hopi acreage along the
Moenkopi transmission line ROW.

Response 225.081

It is beyond the scope of this EIS to comment on legislation passed by
the Navajo Nation Tribal Council. However, specific reference to the
Navajo Codified Legislation (No. 0116-13) has been added to

Section 2.4.1.

May 2015 Appendix F 4-327



Four Corners Power Plant and Navajo Mine Energy Project
Final Environmental Impact Statement

’ COMMENT #2235
Revised May 20, 2014 Response 225082
- - : ——  — = As stated on page 2-33, EPA has suggested that NTEC consider
s Why would EPA recummend changng the land use desighation of reclaimed lands 1o . .
supsort Livestook gruzing wher fhc Prosidents of the Urited S:aics (War Departmer, sz | development of renewable energy on reclaimed lands of the Navajo
General Tand OFffics, and Interior Secrciuries) have a histary of anti-livestack grazing Mine. This use would require a Change to the eXiSting land use
palicies since LBOE? . . . . . . .
*  BNCC's plans to trznsfer ils SMCRA pesmit lo N1HC would be contingent npon BNCC deS|gnat|0n, which supports livestock grazing. Thus EPA is suggesting
- = - also-relinguishing its water rights-lortbeSan Jugn River?Thmt i, the transfer of BNCC "2253083“ that Instead Of Ilvestock graZIng the |and use deSIgnatlon be Changed
water ights to the Navajo Nation? '
Page 234 to a category that supports energy development.
_*  Define “ceniain” and “will” in the following statemgnt: NTEC will acquire ceftain,
rminers! and pe Vi from NMCC....”  Clarify why NTEL and not the Navajo ReSpO nse 225.083
Nation woald acquire such mineeal and property tights? Wooldn't the proposed NTRC 225084 ’
acyuisition of such riphts create a new split estate hetwoen the Navajo Naton and NTEC? The tranSfer Of the SMCRA permit to NTEC d|d not inCIUde the tranSfer
The Navajo Nation (Tribo is the sppropeiate pariy for acqu'sition of any mineral ad ) ) . ) .
property righty from KMCC not the NTEC, the latier apparently a tribal enterptise, of water rlghtS. The water rlght permit will continue to be held by
BBNMC as stated on page 2-34.
Response 225.084
As stated in Section 2.4.1, "the Navajo Nation has been and will
continue to be the owner and the lessor of the land and minerals.
NTEC, the new SMCRA permit holder, will continue the surface mining
and reclamation activities at the Navajo Mine." The certain mineral and
property rights refer to the authorizations to continue mining operations
under NTEC as opposed to NMCC.
Comments D‘H Frur Corners Power Flant and Mavajz Mine Craft Ervirar mental Smpact Statament by
Rosemari Knoki, March &, 2014, Public Hearing, Window Reck, AZ
I
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S04 DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Ml - Selling Autism and Alzheimer's to our children
COMMENT #226
CCM”F“I‘CT

Selling Autism and Alzheimer's to our children

Diana Speer
Too "FCPP-Manajo-Energy-ElS, OS5M" <0s m-Cpg-nawvaj0-energy-eisEosmre. gows

Wed, May 28, 2014 at 1:51 PM

Dear Ones,

In addition to selling electricity for profit of corporation owners and shareholders, using coal to generste it, most

definitely is selling Autism and Alzheimers disease to our elders and our children. Winds camy the polluted,

toxic exhaust from coal buming grest distances, howeser it is most concertrated nearer the source of emissions .| 226 001
Weaning to the children and families of those working near the four corners power plant itself

Chemicals known to the State of Califomia to Cause Cancer or Reproductive Toxicity, January 31, 2014, This list
i5 part of the State of CA Environmental Protection Agency Office of Ensironmental Health Haz ard Assessment
Safe Drinking Water and Toxic Enforcement Act of 1986, Although to date neither Colorado nor New Mexico
has these laws in place, it does not mean that the chemicals listed herein are safe or non toxic in CO ar NM

The chemicals are toxic everywhere, it's just that there is not yet accountability for releasing therm into our air,
The people who earn profit from this plant and mine will not be [king close to it, or dowrmind from it, breathing the
toxic exhaust 24/7. They will not he spending the thousands of dollars to remove these toxic by procducts from
their bodies ar suffering from diseases caused by not removng them.

People wanting towork there desere to be accurately and completely informed of the longtemn consequences of
that employment. And the Federal Govemment (taxpayers ) will pick up the tab for the long-term "holding/living
starage” of these affected people.

Why create the problem in the first place—when the outcome is known??? Greed!

Methnyl Mercury is toxic to the brain causing developmental and cogniti+€ illness

Methymercury compounds cause cancer. These chemicals are listed in the 1986 1aw, {aboe)

Wy weould wee knowingly release them irto the air Aungs and our food chain? Wart to create jobs? Start
building care facilities for Autistic children, and our elders with Alzheimers disease when they can no langer put
on their pants or recognize their children....

The EPA adopted = rule in 2011 which limited emissions that create smog and soot that difts into the air above
neighbaring states east of us. Just because that law has not yvet been applied to MM and CO doesnt mean we
should be bad neighkors.

Please recommend generating power from clean solar energy and lesye the coal inthe ground where itis safely

Comment Letter 226........cccooiviiiiiiiieiiiiiiece e Speer, D.

Response 226.001

Thank you for your comment. Section 4.17 of the Draft EIS addresses
potential impacts with regard to Health and Safety, including worker
safety. Pages 4.17-22 through 4.17-24 summarize the human health
risk assessment conducted for the project.

Response 226.002

Please see Master Response #2, Renewable Energy Alternatives.

226,002
out of our lungs, braing and guts, and those of our families and children.
Diana Speer
htas: fmal poool e.comdnail A3890 7 ui=28ik= Gac 251 Bohdveve & ssarche irbosdt e 1 4644 639 30a0hck Ssim| = 146445330 B a4 1M
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